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Abt. I «—Report of Her Majesty's Commissioners appointed to 
§ ‘ inmire into the State, Discipline, Studies, and Revenues of tJie 
Vninersity and Collets of Oxford; together with the Evid&mo^ 
and an Appendix. London, 1852. 

iVo years ago wo reviewed the history, existing condition, 
find future prospects of the University of Oxford, on the occa- 
fcfon of the appointment of tho Iloyal Commission of Inquiryj 

f 'hat Commission has now laid tlie result of its labours bcf« 
'arliament and the public, in the shape of a Blue Book of 
,Jlmn 700 pages. Tne document appeared at a time of Ifappy 
omen for the abolition of old things and tho introduction of now. 
Tln‘ late House of Commons was di'awing its last legislative 
breath, while tho arraigned University was witnessing tne clow 
of another academical year—an epoch which, like similar Jteriods 
in that individual life which is regarded as so exact, a parallel to 
the existence of corporation!, may bo charitably supnosed to be 



sacred to self-examination and resolutions of amendment. Na¬ 
tional representatives in posse, ^d collegiate authorities in esse 
' j^ve alike had the opportunity of devoting a portion of their 
imer leisure to the study of a work which may be sport to the 
. ^or death to the other. B^ore these pages reach our readera 
one ofjthe' two bodies, if not both,.wiIl have met for the despatch 
of bustnesis-—flumtaionecl by the inexorable requirements of Uni-.^ 
yeirsity routine, or tfao^tnore capricious dictates of Lord Derbys 
sense of decency. But whenever Parliament may assemble, mb 
temporary pressure of political perplexities, no less than in-’ 
variable slowness of Oxfbrd movements, is a sufficient guanatiW. 
|o ns that nothing will have been done, by either to supemnlet! 
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any cp^j&nents which we may venture to offer on the aspect of 
th^uestion as viewed from within or fr^ without. 

Trough the proceedings of judicial Westminster and depend¬ 
ent Ozi&d are still in dulno, there is, we believe, no doubt that 
the Beport has been well received. Even the more advanced 
section ef the Liberal press has spoken of it as forming a favour¬ 
able exception to tlie vacillation and feebleness of most of our 
j:^rliamentary literature—even the prejudice of High Church 
journalism admits that it is able and well-considered, and acquits 
It of the charge of one-sidedness in dealing with the evidence 
given. It is (U course not to be expected that the microscopic 
gaze of the elder Conservative residents should not have dis¬ 
covered some flaws, intellectual as well as moral, in a document 
aflecflng their interests, yet not emanating from themselves in 
whole or in part. Nor can we wonder that the publication 
should provoke the unfriendly criticism of one or two doubtful 
Reformers who are disappointed nbt to have been able to in¬ 
fluence the direction of the iiiquity. But on the whole, both 
friends and foes seem agreed that it is a work of high character 
and great importance, to bo carefully weighed, not summarily 
dismissed. We should have been surprised if the most casum 
reader had come to any other conclusion. At the first glance 
it is evident that the Commissioners have a thorough acquaint¬ 
ance with their subject, both in its history and in its philosophy; 
that while they know, as Oxford men, what is now going on in 
Oxford, and as historical students, what has been found possible 
there in former times, they are not blind to those less limited 
visions whicli represent an ideal but seldom contemplated by 
English minds— the lliilversity of the Future. But it is not to 
the authors of the Report alone that the public has to render its 
acknqjvlcdgmcnts. One half at least of the bulky folio is occu¬ 
pied with tlio evidence of other members of the University; and 
the proportion holds good no less morally than materially. 
More than fifty gentlemen of acad^nical station and recognised 
abillity have come forward to state 'their views on a number of 
questions, indicated by the Commissioners as those on which it 
was most important that the general sense of men of enlighten¬ 
ment should be ascertained; and there is besides much direct 
testimony to special facts by persons officially qualified to speak, 
such as professors and tutors of college^. The result is, that the 
country has been presented with a collection, as complete as 
could have been made under the circumstances, of pampnlets on 
University matters by the best authors, especially addressed to 
readers ot the year lb52. These, as might, be supposed, are in 
many cases distinguished by striking ability, and that not olw^s 
in direct proportmn to the reputation enjoyed by the various 
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writers in the world without; so that the further advantam 
is gained of familiarizing people with the names of men who 
have hitherto deserved rather than attained notoriety. The 
past experience of the Archbishop of Dublin, though unfolded 
with characteristic acuteness, shews less of comprenensive ob¬ 
servation and mature reflection than the present impressions 
of Mr. Jowett. Or to take an instance of men, both of whom 
have long been absent from the University, Mr. Wilkinson, tjie 
unknown Rector of Broughton Gifford, Wilts, has meditated on 
the condition of his Alma Mater with much more profit than 
Mr. Herman Morivale, late Professor of Political Economy, and 
Under Secretrry for the Colonies. It is pleasanter, however, 
to award praise directly than to leave it to be inferred from 
invidious comparisons. Professor Vaughan’s academical cele¬ 
brity did not require any additional support; but we would 
thank him most warmly for the profound thought, austere en¬ 
thusiasm, and lofty eloquence, which would commend his evi¬ 
dence to general attention, even if I'egarded merely as a piece 
of composition. The rare judgment and practical power shown 
in Mr Temple’s claborato and systematic exposition will satisfy 
the public that it is foitunatc in having secured the services of 
such a man as Principal of the Training College at Kneller 
Hall. Those whose attention has been attracted to th^ unfor- 
Uinatc disputes at Lincoln College, recently made matter of pub¬ 
licity, will now see hfwv greatly the intellectual character of the 
Society miglit liaAe been benefited by the elevation of Mr. Pat- 
tison to the Rectorship. Mr. Wall’s answers will enable practical 
men out of Oxford to judge of the ability and zeal which are 
making Balliol College as pre-eminent economically as it has long 
been intellectually and socially. Nor ought we to forget the 
brief but decisive statement in which Mr. Lowe, the new mem¬ 
ber for Kidderminster, disposes of certain educational fallacies 
which yet haunt the mind of the University* There is beside 
a considerable variety of ^ssertations on special points. Mr. 
Denison contributes some valuable remarks on the propriety and 
possibility of fostering the studjj of law in Oxford, and Dr. Ac- 
Jand does the same for medicine. Mr. Neate, on the other 
hand, brings his legal knowledge to bear on the questions of the 
permanent obligation of founders’ wills, and the management of 
College property; while ,the indefatigable Mr. Wilkinson adds a 
postscript on the visitatorial power of the Crown over the Uni¬ 
versity, which proves ^at he might have made an excellent 
lawyer himself. But it is the merit of the whole collection, 
rather than that its several parts, which constitutes, in oar 
view, its chief claim to attention. As wp turn over its pages, < 
we feel that one thing at least is demonstrated indisputably—> 
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that the principles and objects, as well as the multifarious details, 
of Univorsity education, are in the main thoroughly understood 
by Oxford men in ttic nineteenth century. Educators, recluse 
students, and men of the world, have combined to produce a 
work which England can present to Paris or Heidelberg, in the 
confidence that it will be received with respect, even hy those 
whose superiority in some essential points it frankly acknowledges. 
"VVe feel that if the Academical citadel bo susceptible of defence 
against the anti-educational influences of the day, there is no 
lack of hands to defend it. Nay, we doubt whether Oxford 
conservatism could vindicate itself better than by pointing to 
this very Jflue Hook, and Insisting on the fact that tlie old sys¬ 
tem has been found capable of producing so much intellect, 
knowledge, and energy, as are now engaged in pleading for its 
reformation. 

In passing on to a closer examination of the Report, we shall 
not be required to bestow an equal share of notice on every part 
of it. Much space is naturally devoted to a historical account 
of tlie^ University and the Colleges, which we can safely recom¬ 
mend to our readers as sufficiently cleax*, vigorous, and complete. 
To enter upon this, however, would be only to repeat a consi- 
dei'able part of our former Article, as tlie general results aimed at 
by the (Jomnussioners, are, wo are hajipy to say, the same as our 
own, and our limits will not allow us to lose any time in tlie by¬ 
ways of autupiarian detail. Neither will it be necessary to re- 
itei'ate any of the conclusions which apyieared to follow as prac¬ 
tical corollaries from our vievv of the jiast, to prove again tliat 
the Universities are national, and tliat College property is not 
private property. It is a satisfaction to Jiave a regular legal state¬ 
ment like Mr. Dampier’s on the subject of collegiate trusts, as 
an answer to tliost'. who yirefcr the letter to the spirit of the con¬ 
stitution ; but little good would be done by attempting an analy¬ 
sis of it for the beilefit of persons alycady convinced tliat proved 
abuses ux'e their own condemnation, AVc purpose, then, at once 
to dismiss all that has reference to the principle of the imjuiry, 
both as having already received such consideration as it was in 
our power to give, and as being virtually settled by the institution 
of an inquiry at all, and so to occupy ourselves with the only part 
which can in our judgment fairly made a matter of debate in or 
out of Parliament, the superstructure of practical suggestions rest¬ 
ing on the admitted hypothesis ofUniversity and Collegiate reform. 

The first recommendation of the Commissioners, as might be 
surmised, is, that the University be relieved'from the chains in 
which, two hundred years ago, it was bound hand and foot by 
the serpent wisdom of Laud. What is the precise extent of its 
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present bondage is indeed not absolutely clear. In 1759 the Heads 
of Houses wore desirous of altering one of tlie Landian statutes, 
and found no difficulty in getting lawyers to assure them that 
no act of the University could possibly have deprived it of a 
privilege once belonging to it. But the ennnent counsel of 1759, 
like the eminent counsel of 1851, failed to remove the scru])le3 
of men who asserted that the ojhnion, however consolatory in 
the abstx'act, did not meet the precise facts of the case. At any 
rate, a directly contrary opinion was given in 183(5 by Lord 
(then Sir John) Campbell, and Dr. Lushington, who declared 
tliat in depriving Dr. Hampden of the rights secured to the 
liegius Professor of Divinity by the Laudian Code, the Uni¬ 
versity had, in the eye of the law, forfeited its charter. The 
practice of the University, it appears, lias been a singular attempt 
at compromise, analogous to the policy which the Colleges have 
observed with regard to their own statutes. Three of the 
Landian statutes have been detached from the rest and treated 
as inviolable, while the others have been explained, dispensed 
with, and even abrogated at pleasure—a distinction for which the 
Commissioners profess themselves unable to discover any autho¬ 
rity. Under these circumstances they suggest tliat steps should 
he taken to ascertain the legal position of the University, and 
tliat, if necessary, indemnity should he granted for the past and 
Wberty for the future. If there be any prudence in the academ¬ 
ical mind, we do not see how this suggestion can be regarded 
as otherwise tlian well-timed. The best course for Oxford in 
general may bo to remain miiet and avoid public notice; but it 
must surely be more advisable to accept an obligation from the 
English Parliament, than to run the risk of a crushing collision 
witli the Lnglisli Law. 

This antecedent disability removed, the thing which comes 
first under question is the academical constitution itself. Of the 
three insurmountable statufeis that which establishes the govern¬ 
ment of the University, of •course is one. Unchanged itself, the 
Hebdomadal Board has been the arbiter of all change—of the 
many corruptions which the labse of two centuries and the de¬ 
cay of learning and enthusiasm l^ve introduced, and of the few 
remedies w^hich have been appliea to meet the disease. And 
now at last, when it is put on its^rial before the University 
which it has governed so long, its condemnation is all but unani¬ 
mous. The one exception proves the rule most unmistakably. 
“ It is, however,’’ the Commissioners gravely say, that of an 
eminent man who is himself a member of the governing body,’^ 
a sentence adroitly^worded, so as to leave it doubtful whether 
tile meaning is that an eminent man is more or less entitled to a 
hearing on account of the position which has at once given him 
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a personal knowledge of the system and a personal interest in 
maintaining it. D('ubtless, however, all the other Heads of 
Houses, if they could or would speak, would assure the world 
that the University Ijas no chance of getting on without them. 
The ominous silence of Dr. Macbride, tlio only other member of 
the Board who has found a tongue, may he owing to unc:qpressed 
reforming predilections, but it may also be set cmwn to the good 
tJistc of his conservatism. But whatever may bo the feelings of 
the shepherds, the voice of the sheep is sonorous and unequivo¬ 
cal. It has had its effect on the Commissioners, one of whom, 
it must not be forgotten, is, like Dr. Cardwell, an eminent 
man, who Is himself a member of the governing body.” We do 
not find that Dr. Jenne absented himself from the meetings of 
the Commission during this part of their deliberations, as was 
done by one of his colleagues, on a subsequent occasion, to avoid 
the operation of personal bias; so full credit ought to be given 
for the value of his adhesion. When wo read (lieport, pp, 11, 
12) that “ it is anomalous that the government of this great 
institution should be committed to persons, the great majority 
of whom are elected by the fellows of tlic separate colleges out 
of their own narrow circle, often for reasons of a personal or 
social' nature, and with little or no regard to the welfare of the 
University,’’ and, “ more anomalous still, that the literary in¬ 
terests of the University should be committed to persons who 
are not necessarily clioson for literary qualifications,” it is im¬ 
portant to recollect that these are words in which the instinctive 
sentiment of the unprivileged many is ratified by the deliberate" 
judgment of one of the privileged lew. 

After this unprecedented concurrence of opinion, sanctioned 
by authority so unimpeachable, we may be spared the necessity 
01 arguing against the Hebdomadal Board. It constitutes, in 
fact, the climax of the great corruption of Oxford, the supersed¬ 
ing of the University by the Colleges, though the advocates of 
the collegiate system are second to vione in their expressions of 
hostility to this last development of tlie usurpation wdiich they 
so strenuously abet. But whiib the evil is palpable, the cure, 
as the Commissioners tbem^ves feci, is not so clear. Wisely, 
in our opinion, they rejeej;. the simplest of the expedients pro¬ 
posed—that of investing Convocation with the right of debating 
and of amending all propositions submitted to its vote.” So far 
from it, they would abridge the powers already possessed by that 
unruly and unenlightened body. Wo have since been told that 
“ the shutting up of the great council” imperils “ the heritage of 
Alfred and de Montfortbut these magniloquent antiquarian- 
isms fail to convince us of the desirableness or encumbering the 
academical legislature with a large body of persons in most cases 
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originally incompetent, and further disqualified by lengthened 
absence from the place wliich is to be aifected by their legisla¬ 
tion. The Universities, as things now stailO, are far too liberal 
in conferring a degree which ought to be a certificate of real 
merit; but as it is the country which is mdinly in fault, so it is 
the country Avhich mainly suffers hy the lowering of the standard, 
But the disgrace becomes flagrant and cruel injustice when this 
indiscriminate assemblage of graduates is summoned to Oxford 
to neutralize and overwhelm the hona fide votes of distinguished 
men actively employed on the spot—to throw out a statute 
which nine-tenths of them would be puzzled to explain, or to 
degrade a theologian for an elaborate work known to them only 
by a few garbled extracts, and even those imperfectly appre¬ 
hended, It is not a question of universal suffrage, of the 
Braintree rabble verem Major Beresford, strange as it would 
be tliat the Tory University should set so high a value on the 
popular voice. The masses of England are directly interested 
in the leading questions of Englislx politics; they are alive to 
the imposition of taxes, and naturally anxious about their appro¬ 
priation. But the masses of Oxford cannot be said to bo con¬ 
cerned ill a system with the working of which they have nothing 
whatever to do, and to the support of which, in spite of their 
slender yearly payments, they will not venture to pretend that 
they contribute anything. As members of the nation, they may 
justly claim to exorcise a certain general control over the scats 
of national education; but that is already secured to tliem in 
Parliament and in public ojiinion. The cause of Convocation is 
not the cause of academicai self-government, but the reverse— 
the cause of interference from witliout, and that not by a quali¬ 
fied functionary, but by a miscellaneous multitude—a thing to 
which the worst democracies, so far as we know, supply no 
parallel. Nothing, we fear, short of a cowp could sweep it 
away altogether: but we hail with delight mxy measure wliich 
tends to counteract its injiyious efficiency. However, the only 
alternative is not between this reactionary ochlocracy and the 
stable oligarchy of the Hebdokiadal Board.” It has been pro¬ 
posed to regenerate the Board\teelf either by enlargement or 
by diminution—by infusing new blood, or by lopping off useless 
limbs. But the Commissioners feelj^and we think with justice, 
that neither plan would answer the desired end—the one as in¬ 
volving the evil of frequent elections, as the additions made 
would naturally consist of a selection from the tutors and pro¬ 
fessors ; the other as making an invidious and possibly inefficacious 
distinction, while itf would leave the grievances of the unrepre¬ 
sented residents wholly unredressed. Accordingly they suggest 
a tertium quid iu the shape of a restoration of Congregation, the 
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assembly of regents, which, as we explained formerly, was once 
a living reality, and is now an existing nullity. As regeiK^y 
now implies not teaching but simply juniority of standing, this 
body of course has to undergo reconstitution as well as eman¬ 
cipation. It is suggested that it should consist of the heads of 
houses and proctors, the professors and public lecturers, (a class 
which, as we shall see, the Jieport proposes considerably to in- 
crease,) and the senior tutor of each College. This assembly is 
to meet not regularly but by special summons, on the requisition 
of the heads, or of a certain number of its own members, and to 
deliberate in Knglish on such matters as fall within the province 
of the University, ihe Hebdomadal Board is to remain, inde¬ 
pendently of its position in Congregation, for tlie purpose appar¬ 
ently ot transacting administrative business, and of exercising 
the initiative just mentioned. Convocation, too, Is to remain, in 
its present condition of a Lower House, receiving and (if it 
pleases) rejecting but not discussing bills, and electing the 
chancellor and the burgesses, though not the professors. This 
clemency, as we have said, we are inclined to grudge: nor do 
we sympathize wdtli that which continues to the Hebdomadal 
Board an abbreviated authority. It is true that heads of Col¬ 
leges, if deprived of their university functions, would find a large 
part of their occupation gone, and their offices would in conse¬ 
quence fall considerably as objects of ambition ; but this cannot 
be helped, if indeed it would not be a positive advantage. The 
influence which the Commissioners would leave them^ is some¬ 
what indeterminate; but we sec no medium between an opjires-^ 
sive fact aiid^ an unmeaning fiction. We think, too, there is 
some academical pedantry In the notion of formally reviving an 
institution which has been a capat mortuum since the Kefonna- 
tion, as if it were absolutely necessary to shew a historical 
precedent for a change clearly good in itself, as If such prece¬ 
dents, ivhen not followed literally, ^jut strained to admit large 
modifications, could really be said o to retain any appreciable 
historical value. Prudence, indeed, may sanction such nominal 
revivals, as concessions to scru)^lous lawyers or timid Conserva¬ 
tives ; but, on the other they have a fatal tendency to 

encourage, what in Oxford needs no encouragement, that dis¬ 
trust of new remedies wifich, as Bacon remarks, is the surest 
way of incurring new diseases. Still, it is well to be thankful 
we can get; so will not quarrel with the boon 
of Congregation either for its name or for its concomitants, but 
accept it in the hope that the old form may prove a new power, 
strong enough to control the two most uVicongenial elements 
which arc still suffered to co-exist with it. • 

The discipline of the University is the natural pendant to its 
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administration. This question, as treated by the Commissioners, 
is a very wide one, embracing not only thc^onditnm of the pre¬ 
sent race of students, and the means of acting on them, but tiie 
whole subject of University Kxtonsion. 'J'he former part of it, 
however, though infinitely difficult to grap}>lo with in practice, 
necessarily shrinks to d more moderate compass on paper. The 
more obvious kinds of mechanical restraint are already in force. 
The proctors preserve external decency, and cut off a cerftiin 
proportion of lacilitics for toinjjtation. The collegiate system, it 
good for nothing else, succeeds in securing to a small extent the 
personal supervision which Is reallzetl by boarding houses at 
5choi>ls. Lienee with regard to two out of the three evils espe¬ 
cially noted, sensual vice, gambling, and extravagance, the 
Commissioners .have little to offer beyond a stereotyped exhorta¬ 
tion to greater vigilance, which is tantamount to saying that no 
great diminution of their present amount is to ho expected. 
The first of them, indeed, is merely a single aspect of an enor¬ 
mous social problem which, though daily hecoining more and 
more urgent, scarcely any one ventures to approach; still we 
tliink that, without any breach of delicacy, it might have been 
spoken of more fully both in the lieport and in tlie Evidence, if 
it wore only to shew that the Commissioners, and others interested 


in education, had reflected on tlie subject, and felt its difficulty, 
tiut about extravagance there is a good deal more to be said. 
The respectable public has of late years become awake to the 
fact, that to have a son hampered wdth college debts ivS exceed¬ 
ingly inconvenient, and it not unnaturally asks, Why cannot 
University and College authorities stop iC? In defemioe to tliis 
cry, the Coininlssioiiers enter at considerable lengtfi into a ques¬ 
tion wliich, as it seems to us, they do not themselves regard as 
a very profitable one. They even venture to suggest that the 
Legislature might do something by enacting^ that no debt shall 
be recoverable from a inin^r m statu pupillariy unless the bills 
shall have been sent in \*itliiu a certain time to the pupil, and, 
if necessary, to his tutor. Ariothcr of their reniedies, though 
classed by them as indirect, sti'^^es us as much more to the ])ur- 
posc—the sitinmary removal of'?41e and extravagant students. 
But then comes the pinch, Woulu^^tho respectable public sup¬ 
port the authorities in taking such stringent measures? in other 
words. Would it be W'ise enough to see that the less promising 
part of the rising generation must be sacrificed to save the rest? 
Wo fear not. Ces pferes do famille sent capables de tout 
and though ready enough to speak of their grievances as a class, 
they feel and act fis individuals. Some would talk of cruelty 
£ftid injustice, others of ill-judged and impertinent interfereiKiO. 
And if the result were, as it probably would be, a visible diuii- 
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nntion of numbers even in the most flourishing Colleges, would 
principals and vicc-jp'incipals have the strengtii of mind to per¬ 
ceive that this failure was probably temporary, to bo followed by 
a return of public confidence equal in quantity and increased in 
quality a hundred fold, and that in any case their duty to the 
youth of England is to be performed not by lowering themselves 
to its standard, but by raising it to theirs 1 We suspect that the 
Committee of Heads of Houses in 184G, in declaring that little 
would bo done by direct interference, was not sorry to discou¬ 
rage an activity which might lead to unpleasant consequences. 
“ Maluinns regnum vastatum esse quam damnatuin,’’ is a hard 
saying—perhaps more than can he expected from any whose 
convictions are not of equal strength with the bigotry that origi¬ 
nally uttered it. Yet Arnold w^as found to dcclai'e, that while 
it was not necessary that Kugby should bo a scliool of 300, or 
100, or 50 boys, it was necessary that it should be a school of 
Christian gentlemen ; and it would be humiliating to think that 
sncli sentiments were utterly unknow n to the officials of his own 
University. Certainly no better answer could be given to the 
complaints of parents than the announcement of a resolution to 
purify the College atmosphere till it could be safely breatlied by 
the w^eak and inexperienced. The onus would then be thrown 
on society, which would have to bear it as it best might. Mean- 
■'time there is one recommendation of the Commissioners, which, 
supported as it is by the gx'eat bulk of the evidence, will, wc 
trust, encounter but little opposition—the abolition of all acade¬ 
mical distinctions of rank and wealth. After ages will hardly 
credit, that up to 1852, Oxford so far encouraged some of the 
worst tendencies of the English character, as to accept extra 
fees from as many of its students as thought it worth their while 
to go to the expense, and grant them in return a measure of 
exemption from that moral and intellectual discipline which, on 
general grounds, she declared to be,essential. 

On the subject of University extension our own opinions have 
already been expressed too fully^to need repetition. It must be 
confessed, however, that both tJlje Report of the Commissioners 
and the great body of the rtidence are decidedly against us. 
When w’e are despondent they arc sanguine. We do not wish 
to underrate the importance of such an accumulated weight of 
testimony. But we should have thought more highly of it if it 
had obviously been given after a deliberate consideration of the 
arguments that present thqmselves on the other side. We never 
disguised from ourselves that on this point we w^ere dissenters 
from the catholic faith of University reformers; wc only felt 
that we had protestant reasons to render for our dissidence. 
:*Thus, when we find that neither the Commissioners nor the 
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mass of their supporters appear to liavo been sensible of the dif¬ 
ficulties which struck us as not only grave iut insuperable, we 
can hardly think our position altered fronr what it was in No¬ 
vember 1850. Mr. Clough, late Fellow and Tutor of Oriel 
College, and afterwards Principal of the new Hall in connexion 
with the London University, is the only one whose adhesion to 
the orthodox belief seems to be based on a full consciousness 
that there arc two sides to the question. But against his testi¬ 
mony we may set off that of Mr. Mansel, Fellow and Tutor of 
St. Jolin’s College, wliosc views as nearly as possible coincide 
with those hazarded by ourselves. No allusion is made to this 
part of his evidence in the Report: while Mr. Clough, thougli 
quoted at length, as having “ well argued the whole (|uestiou,” 
is appealed to, not in answer to objections actual or ]>ossiblc, but 
simply in confirmation of a sentiment assumed to be universally 
prevalent. We will give such extracts from the arguments of 
both these gentlemen as may enable our readers to judge of them 
positively as well as comparatively. 

After stating tlie presumption which the increase of commer¬ 
cialism affords against the success of any attempt to extend the 
University, Mr. Clough proceeds,— 

“ Though there certainly is a good deal of reluctance to allow much 
time for education before business, yet it seems to bo true that the 
opposite feeling gains ground. If fathers are on one side, mothers 
are on the other. It is not uncommon for a merchant to send his son 
abroad, after leaving school, for a year’s experience of the world. 
TJic apprenticeship both for solicitors and merchants^ it is said, might 
bo abridged with advantage. Indefinite fears of extravagant and 
dissipated courses, the notion of unfit liahits and ideas and useless 
studies and tastes, would undoubtedly operate long enough to make 
the clmnge exti'cinely gradual. Bui if those fears are, as I believe 
them to be, exaggerated, and that notion only half true,'experience 
would surely, however gradually, lessen tlie fortner and modify the 
latter. The sphere which already includes the London banker would 
presently be extended over other commercial classes. More and 
more young men, sons of the wore afliuent parents, destined for 
business, would he brought un&jr the influence of the ancient 
rational education. There would pe^h^ps be a pressure for earlier 
admission than is now usual. Yet of University or King’s 

College, London, must not he overstrained. They prove, perhaps, 
that classical and mathematical instruction, even when modified for 
modern views, is not a sufficient attraction. But Oxford and Cam¬ 
bridge have others. On the whole, I venture to conclude that there 
are a great many young men who ought to come to the old Univer¬ 
sities, and who woulfi come. What keeps them away is, I believe, 
Tether the want of confidence than the actual amount of expense. 
Single colleges, I am told, in which confidence is felt, are applied to 



12 


Oxford and the Royal Commission, 


by numbers, who, if refused adinission there, do not come to the 
University at all. I would suggest to Her Majesty's Commissioners 
the analogy of the pAblic schools. Twenty years ago somewhat of a 
similar feeling prevailed respecting them. May not the next twenty 
years as greatly extend the University system as the last have the 
public schools? 1 do not at all say that these as they now are are 
perfect, but they are extensively useful; and any change which ex¬ 
perience shall prove to be needed will not knock at thoso doors alto¬ 
gether hopelessly. The vessel is in motion, and its course may be 
guided. And certainly, if I may judge by personal recollections of 
the conduct of that change, during what may be called its eight first 
years, under the most vigorous and effective of the reconstructing 
hands, a good deal of unfearing experimentation may and should in 
such cases be hazarded.”— Evidence^ pp. 212, 213, quoted in Jiepoft^ 
p. 97* 

On the other htuid, Mr. Mansel says,— 

“ I do not think that any great scheme of University extension is 
practicable in the present day. The whole current of society appears 
to be setting in an opposite direction. In an age of great competition 
of all trades and professions, few parents will send a son to spend 
three years at the University in the general enlargement of his mind, 
when he might be concentrating his faculties in his own business in 
the office, the counting-house, or the surgery. It gives his compe¬ 
titors foo great a start in the race of life. Nor would this be in any 
great degree obviated by making University education more profijs- 
sional. The University must undertake to supply all the technical 
details of each special apprenticeship, or she will be unable to compete 
with any as a training-school for money-making. Such a teaching 
of technicalities is not desirable, and, what is more to tlic purpose, it 
is not practicable: the working part of every business will be best 
learned on the spot where it is exercised. Even as regards theore¬ 
tical study, I believe that the minute cultivation of special departments 
of knowledge is as incompatible with-the local grouping of all on the 
same spot, as with the possession of universal information by a single 
mind. A study, t6 be cultivated with real zeal, must be the study of 
the place. Each separate branch tend^in its progress to acquire, not 
merely its own special devotees, but its own special locality. If the 
whole tendency of the age is to Education as the means of earning a 
living, if, relatively to that purpose, practical experience is every¬ 
thing, and if centralization q all branches of knowledge is not the 
best means of gaining practical experience in one only, general Uni¬ 
versity extension is in tliis respect a backward, not a forward step. 
. . • The Church is about the only profession to which the above 

remarks do not apply; partly because clerical duties are not, like 
those of other professions, a direct means of pecuniary competition, 
and partly because the canonical period fixed for ordination prevents 
the struggle for an early start in the race off life- And it must be 
allowed that the tendency of late years has been to make the Univer¬ 
sities, in an educational point of view, chiefiy a training-school for 

4 
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clergymen, or for men of fortune who need no profession. In this 
respect the amount of University es^tension will be in a great degree 
regulated by the relations of supply and demi^d for labour in one 
particular department. And this has always appeared to me to be 
the weak point in the demand so frequently heard of late of very 
cheap education for very poor men. The question is frequently 
argued as if the B.A. degree were the end of a man's natural, as it 
generally is of his academical, life. Were this the case it might be 
a worthy object of every exertion to secure for him such a gloriotia 
euthanasia. But the further question remains, what can you do with 
your man.when you have educated him? Is it real chafity to fit him 
for one walk only in life, to give him much general cultivation of 
mind, but little special means of bread-making; to turn him out too 
poor to associate witli his equals in culture, too cultivated to associate 
with his equals in purse? Will Church extension meet the supply? 
and arc very poor curates the most desirable or the only practicable 
means of Church extension ? or is it expedient or practicable to intro¬ 
duce, as is largely the case in Germany, a body of family tutorships 
as a provision for poor scholars; in other words, to combine on a large 
scale the education of a gentleman with the condition of a servant? 
And will not the victim occasionally wish that dignity had been 
sacrificed to comfort, and that ho had been sent behind the counter?" 
—EvidmcBy pp. 19, 20. 

% 

In one respect Mr. Clough’s opinion is the more valuable of 
tlTe tw’o, as being presumably the result of a more extensive ex- 
]>erience, the judgment of one who knows London as well as 
Oxford, We suspect, however, that distance lends enchantment 
to his view of tlic prospects of liis original Alma Mater. Against 
tlie fact of an undeniable tendency he has little to offer beyond 
.surmises and possibilities. Tlie analogy of the public scliools, 
to which lie appeals, will not carry him very far. Their history 
during tlie last twenty years proves that it is possible to intro¬ 
duce with success considerable changes into an old established 
system of instruction, supposing external ciftumstances to be 
favourable. But this supjiosition is precisely what in the case 
of the Universities w'e are not^entitled to make, Tliere was 
nothing to prevent a reform in<?f.he public scliools but the feel¬ 
ings of those who were attached &Nthe status quo. If the reac¬ 
tionary process has already coinmeiteed, as we grieve to think 
that it has, in the very head-quarters of improvement,—Arnold’s 
own school of Kugby,—that is owing not to any irresistible 
obstacles existing in the nature of things, but simply and solely 
to a change of dynasty, such as may be brought about any day 
by a body of conservative trustees. Boys intended for business 
could bo sent to puWic schools so soon as their parents became 
convinced that the instruction to bo got there would be useful 
and not merely ornamental. Some might remain at school 
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during the ^vhole of the usual time, and others could be with¬ 
drawn earlier, whenever an opening for them could be found 
elsewhere. But iff does not follow, that because our future 
merchants and manufacturers can be spared from the counting- 
house or the factory till the age of sixteen, or even nineteen, 
they are to be tempted by any amount of educational or econo¬ 
mical reform to defer their entry into life to their twenty-second 
or twenty-third year. On the contrary, it is obvious that where 
the demands of a school are complied with reluctantly, those of 
a University are sure to be refused altogether. The fact is, 
that, as Mr. Griffiths remarks, (Evidence, p. 202,) our public 
schools have taken the place and do the work of what our Uni¬ 
versities were in former times, so that an argument from the 
success of the one to that of tlic other is not only inconsequent 
but absolutely suicidal. The instance of the London bankers 
only proves that men whoso fortunes are assured can afford to 
exempt their sons, to a certain extent, from that competition to 
which the less favoured liavo to submit. But those are surely 
exceptional cases in which a man of business can hope to hold 
his own by mere liereditary right, like a landowner or a member 
of a Whig cabinet. Since our last article appeared Mr. Cobden 
has tojd tlie people of Manchester what sort of education it is 
that the nature and opportunities of manufacturing life will 
allow. Standard works are to give place to periodicals, Thuoj^- 
dides to the Times, Can oui* rulers believe that if he could have 
been got to furnish evidence to the Commissioners, his estimate 
of the literary leisure of the younger portion of his order w^ould 
have agreed with Mr. Clougli'‘s ? 

But altliough we tliink with Mr. Mansel that the vision of an 
extended University belongs rather to the irrevocable past than 
to the possible future, we cordially concur in the remedial 
measures suggested in the report. New halls, private lodgings, 
connected with <5r independent of colleges, and admission of 
strangers to professorial lectures, Sfe improvements wliich will 
suit Oxford as it is, no less than Oxford as it will be. The Col¬ 
lege monopoly, as the Commis|ioners appear to sec, is an evil in 
any case, productive of useLfSSs expense, without any counter¬ 
balancing advantage: and/ts destruction is a simple matter of 
justice to those classes of^ociety already within the academical 
pale, as well as to those, be they many or few, who are deterred 
from entering solely by the expense of the academical course. It 
may be said, indeed, that should no large extension take place, 
the accommodation already supplied will bo amply sufficient; 
but wo can hardly be expected to listen toareasoning which vir¬ 
tually contends that students are to be forced to reside within 
College walls merely because College walls have been erected 
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for their reception. Any suggestion for the improvement of the 
University is surely entitled to a hearing on its own merits, sub¬ 
ject to no reservation of the rights of empty buildings or their 
unprotected proprietors. Let us say then that we admire the 
magnanimity with which the Commissioners recommend that a 
fair trial should be given to all of the four plans already re¬ 
ferred to, simply on account of the evidence with 'svhich each 
is supported, though themselves doubting the feasibility of oae 
or two of the number. It is only by such a spirit of liberal con¬ 
cession that the cause of reform can possibly be advanced in 
these days, wdien the dissatisfaction of years has to find expres¬ 
sion in a moment, and every suflPerer draws on his own experi¬ 
ence for a universal remedy, Oxford is now in the position of 
Germany in 1848; no Parliamentaiy Government has taught 
it the measure of political practicability; its soundest and best 
thinkers have never felt that they could secure the carrying of 
even the most common-sense proposition by the strength of 
oi'dinary combination, much less by tlie mere force of reason: 
and the only thing to be wondered at is, that a manifesto repre¬ 
senting so great a variety of floating opinion should contain so 
little individual crotchet. In the present instance, we think the 
simultaneous development of rival schemes may prove to be not 
only necessary, but positively beneficial. Even where they en- 
' cKoach on each other’s sphere, the public may rcaj) advantage 
from the competition. Existing side by side, they may tend to 
iicntralizc each other’s defects. 

We have no great affection for the pi’oject of a hall fur poor 
students, as we believe tliat tlie line of demarcation thus introduced 
would btj Cfjuully Injurious to the poor and the rich, impressing 
the former with a daily sense of social inferiority, and confirming 
the latter in any habits of indolence or insolence which they may 
have formed already. But the evil would be mitigated if the 
cheap hall w'cre to present itself as one out of miVny means of avoid¬ 
ing expense, so that the chi^lcc might not lie between aularian 
frugality and collegiate exti'avagance. On otlier grounds nothing, 
as wc conceive, can be said aganst restoring to the academical 
body the liberty of opening fresh J^alls. The enactment which 
took away the right seems to have L^en passed for the benefit of 
the Chancellor, whose power it heh>e(f jo consolidate; but the pur¬ 
poses wdiich It has really secured liave been those of the College 
oligarchy. The question as it stands now is in effect that of the 
voluntary system against an effete establishment The game 
cause which engages the interests of inferior men in support of 
the existing monopoly makes really able and energetic persons 
arxxious for its abolition. They would far rather trust to their 
own powers of attracting students than to the prestige of an 
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institution which, whatever its endowments, must always seem 
to them more or less hampered and paralyzed. The complaint 
indeed may be metSn a much jnore obvious way by a reform of 
the Colleges themselves, such as, we shall see, the Commission¬ 
ers proceed to propose. But though it would have been absurd 
for them, in their ]>osition, with an unlimited power of sugges¬ 
tion, to attempt to compass their object otherwise than directly, 
itJs but common pruclence in us to remind our readers that 
changes are seldom effected wholesale, and that a large 
X ’tion of a reformer’s work will generally be in the coun¬ 
teraction ratlior than in the removal of evils. As for affiliated 
lialls, supplementary to the several Colleges, it is hardly worth 
while to waste a word in their defence. As the Commis¬ 
sioners remark, tliey would be mere extensions of the parent 
societies, so that no objection on the ground of principle can 
possibly apply to them. Difficulties of detail, such as want 
of funds, and want of building ground, are palpabl}’- matters of 
consideration for the Colleges which are ambitions of so extend¬ 
ing themselves. Jt iniglit be a question whether they should be 
obliged to found halls; but nothing can be said against repeal¬ 
ing any statute w^hich forbids them to do so. The real obstacle 
which would probably prevent the reception of such a proposal 
by the present governors of Oxford, tlje jealousy felt by the 
inferior Colleges, which owe llieir continuance in any shape 
mainly to the limitations imposed on the development of their 
more meritorious rivals, can be powerful only so long as it is not 
openly avowed. Lodgings in connexion with Colleges are another 
expedient wliicli may be rapidly dismissed. The a])prehcnsion 
of a relaxed discipline is the only objection, and that may, per¬ 
haps, be worth something. Cambridge, where, if we mistake 
not, about lialf the students of the larger Colleges reside in 
lodgings, is commonly reputed to be less moral than Oxford; 
and 'from jwfit hw to propter hoc h an easy inference. There 
are, however, some reasons for doi!lJ)ting its validity in the pre¬ 
sent instance. So far as inoralitv, in the common sense of the 
term, is yjrornoted by actual rffltraint, its j^uartlianship is in the 
hands of the University Pi^tor, rather than in those of the 
College Tutor. The iiece,(Kty of being in doors by midnight, 
in Mr. Pattison’s words, anbrns no great amount of protection; 
and that, such as it is, may be secured, though not perfectly, by 
making the lodging-house keeyiers responsible to the Colleges 
for their lodgers. The educational routine of tlie College would 
be equally binding on in-door and out-door pupils. On the 
other hand, the good effects of the Carnbt;idge system are clear 
and unequivocal. It is sufficient to say that it enables ,the 
first Collage in Europe to double the number of its students. 
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Tlie next plan recojmmended in the Report finds its precedent 
not in Cambridge but in the Scottish and Continental Univer¬ 
sities—that of independent lodgings. It is,^in fact, a return to 
the ancient University system, when Colleges were not; and 
as such, is sure to be vigorously opposed-by ml whom interest or 
conviction engages on the side of the existing monopoly. It 
has, however, the warm approbation of the Commissioners, who 
evidently expect far greater results from it than from any other 
project of extension. There can be little doubt that they a» . 
right. No better, because no more direct means can be deviri, ' 
for placing an Oxford education within the reach of all who 
may happen to wish for it. We do not believe, as we have said, 
repeatedly, that any large accession is to be expected from 
classes who are at present excluded not .so much by formal 
enactments, as by the necessities of English life; but tnere will 
always be some natures willing to accept education at the risk 
of a future struggle for existence, and in their case the compul¬ 
sory expenditure of a College course operates as a real disfran¬ 
chisement. All that they ask is to bo allowed to live in Oxford* 
as they would in any other place, without having to submit to a 
system not calculated for their special exigencies. For such 
men a cheap hall might have some advantages, bat it would 
have many drawbacks, independently of the outlay necessary 
' tor its establishment. Even the regulations to which the Com¬ 
missioners propose to subject these lodgings would have to be 
cautiously applied, so as not to interfere with that private and 
personal character which belongs to all really economical living. 
On the other band, there would be little fear that lodgers of this 
class would abuse their liberty. The circumstances of their con¬ 
nexion with the University would be a far more efficient safe¬ 
guard to them than the discipline of College officers, which they 
would be without, or that of the Proctors, to which they would 
still he amenable. Permission to live independfently in lodgings, 
tlie Commissioners naturally presume, would only be granted 
on special application to the Vic^Chancellor, who might easily 
command sufficient information as to the antecedents of the 
applicant. It is merely in accordance with the analogy o^ 
ordinary life that the sons of the pc^r should reguire, as they 
receive, less of vigilant superintendence than those of the rich.' 
These considerations, we trust,' may serve to quiet the alarms 
which' are already beginning to -be expressed at the merfr^. 
announcement of so revolutionary a proposal. 

At any rate, the last point I'aisod by tW Commissioners Is opU' 
at which eveii timidity itself heed not be startled. It appeafa, 
that persons unconnected with the" University are at preseoit’' 
allowed to be present at professorial lectures, and even to receive 
• VOL. XVIII. NO, XXXV. B 
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certificates of attendancei so that all that is needed is that the 

E ertnission shottlA not be withdrawn when the Professoriate 
eoome$ really active, and eveiy subject of knowledge is ex¬ 
pounded with the same ability and zeal which is now extended 
only to two or thiee. 

It may be fairly pleaded, too, that the advocates of University 
extension have a right to have their disabilities removed* We 
feel as they do, that practice is the only test of the truth or 
&]$ehood of their anticipations; and when what is asked is not 
protection, but simply freedom to act, it would be the mere pre¬ 
judice of ultra-»conservatism to refuse the request* -The following 
appeal is from one of the most efficient of tne tutorial body, Mr. 
Pattison:— 

Instead of guessing in the dark at the probable effect, [of these 
plans,} 1^^ us make the experiment. Let it not be forgotten that we 
diverted the Great "^estern Railway to Didoot, for fear of its had 
effects on our discipline. What is urged is not the creation of any 
^ new machinery, not that the University should undertake to do any 
thing more, but that an oppressive restriction should be removed, and 
the field thrown open to private enterprise and energy. When free, 
this will speedily run into the best channels. Let us leave halls and 
colleges, old ana new, all with unlimited liberty of admission to work 
together, and trust to the power of self-adjustment in things which 
will bring to the surface the capabilities of the se\eTal methods. « It 
might be allow^edfor ten years; nothing will have been done that cannot 
then be recalled. If the evil now anticipated should be found to result 
from lodging in the town, we shall then be warranted in recalling the 
students within the walls, and shall be supported by public opinion 
in so doing. Or private munificence, or government w^ould then more 
probably come forward to erect ho^pxtia to meet a proved need than 
to provide for a probable one. It might be found that both methods 
halls and lodmng out) would work well together^ as accommodating 
different classes of persons. There would always be found persons who 
would he willing tO pay the existing high rates for the advantages they 
believe to attach to domesticaiioti und^ our roof^; while all that class 
who cannot afford £120 to £13^ per annum, hot who could afford 
^from £60 to £80, would, by this single enactment, be admitted to the 
general benefits of University education. It is incumbent, indeed, on 
a University to be cautious and deliberate in all Hs proceedings. 
Rut experiments are not ngiessarily rash—^there are wise ones; there 
V are even wise experiments in legislation which do not answer, and then 
to deskti ffiom them involves no disgrace. On the other hand, nothing 
wouU be haore feeble than for as to emerge from this crisis of opinion 
with a scheme of paltry refoms* A great measure vindicates itself, and 
helps its own success, present is a moment which may be made 
very decisivef X WOold earnestly press, not indeed the more compre- 
henrive measure that one could wish for—for that the public nfind, 
either in the University pr the country, is not prepared'^but such an 
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extension as will at least set agitation on tliat snl^pt at rest for some 
years to come, ’ff e in Oxford are weary of scheming, suggesting, 
and pamphleteering. Give us leave to be doing something. Untie 
our liands, and open our gates, and let us at least try if we can attract 
here, and can usefully deal with that large circle of youth vtrhom we 
are told wo ought to have hero. If only a little relaxation is given 
us, and if then our numbers do not increase, it will be impossible to 
avoid ascribing that to the usual abortiveness of half measures. But, 
indeed, the utmost that is now' asked for is truly little. The ideal df 
a national university is that it should be co-oxtensive with the nation 
—it should bo the common source of all the higher (or secondary) in¬ 
struction fur the country; but tiie proposed measure w'ould, after all, 
only go part of the way towards making it co-extensive with that part 
of the nation which supports the Established Cliui-ch.”— Evidence, pp. 
43, 44. 

Whalover we ma^ think of University extension, we cannot 
doubt that it is the intere.st of Oxford to place herself in the 
hands of men of this stamp. Their labours may be fatal to 
sinecures and monopolies, but they will not injure anything that 
is worth preserving. Ten years of their failures will do more for 
the University and the country, than ten years of the greatest 
success which can be attained in these days by the organized 
imbecility of a collegiate oligarchy. 

JVc ought not to omit to mention that the Commissioners 
glance in passing at another sort of exclusion—that by religious 
Tests. The general question of the admission of Dissenters is 
one which they wore instructed not to entertain, though several 
of those who have given evidence condemn the present policy in 
terms much more decided than those just quoted from 6lr. Pat- 
tison : but they consider that the particular mode of exclusion 
comes fairly within the scope of their inquiry in connexion with 
the morality and discipline of the University. Accordingly, they 
proceed briefly but emphatically to enumerate tiieir objections to 
the existing practice of sub.<|^ription, censuring it as arbitrary, 
indefinite, and harassing, uncert|iin in operation, and generally 
demoralizing. As we wish to imitate their conciseness, we will 
only copy their conclnsion, in which we cordially coincide;— 
“ We do not offer any snggestion as ^o the manner in which the 
evil should be remedied; but we must express our conviction 
that the imposition of subscription, in the manner in which it is 
now imposed in the University of Oxford, habituates the mind 
to give a careless assent to truths which it has never considered, 
and naturally leads to sophktty in the interpretation of solemn 
obligations.'" 

From the taught the Beport naturally passes to the teaching 
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and the teachers. We need not follow it into the history of the 
old Lattdian examination for the B.A. degree, farther than to 
notice an extraoriSnary statement W the present Hebdomadal 
Board, who, in their Letter to the Dake of Wellington on the 
announcement of the Commission, speak of “ the academic sys¬ 
tem of study” as having been «admirably arranged in 1636, 
at a time when not only the nature and faculties of the human 
mind were exactly what they are still, and must of course re- 
nuun, but the principles also of sound and enlarged intollectual 
culture were far from imperfectly understood.” Will our readers 
believe that this system, within a short time of its establishment, 
fell into a negl^tt from which it has never recovered, partly from 
defects in its provisions, partly from the culpable complicity of 
the authorities ? It is now superseded by another, resembling 
it neither in the subjects of study, nor in the mode of examina¬ 
tion, which, after existing for half a centiyr^ without any very 
substantial change, has recently, though with great difficulty, 
and in spite of pertinacious opposition, been made to undergo 
considerable reforms. Even as it is, however, it exhibits grave 
faults, which are duly noted, though not wholly remedied by 
the Commissioners. 

’ The most crying sin of the nnreformed system was, that it 
demanded from the student either too much or too little. It 
demanded too much, if we look to its nominal requirements,^ 
involving a real proficieni^ in three very different branches of 
knowledge—classical philology, moral and mental philosojdiy,, 
and Greek and Boman history. It demanded too little, if wo 
judge it by the rwsults which were practically found to satisfy 
an examiner, a certain ac«juaintance with the language and sub¬ 
stance of twelve or thirteen books, must of them single wnrks of 
some classical author, a facility in recollecting and using the 
jargon of contradictory systems of philosophy, and a moderate— 
sometimes a very moderate—measure of skill in Greek and Latin 
composition. The end proposed '''as tho imparting of general 
cultivation; the means adopte^ were the destruction or injury of 
any special aptitude which the student might possess by com¬ 
pelling him to bestow time and trouble on subjects which were 
never likely to engage hj^ mind to any purpose, though they 
very w^U succeec^ m dissipating it. This evil has been 
rather than raitigatra by the authors of the lato 
i^rtns. Tvrb new schools tue added to the old bipartite 
disistmia bf Classics end Mathematics, viz., those of Physical 
^ience and M Modem History; but the great advantage to 
^ expected feom such tm enlargement, the comprehension of 
students whom a narrower range of subjects had failed to attract, 
is neutralized by a clause requiring every candidate for a degree 
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to pass through two schools out of the four. And while this 
new grievance is added, the old one remains, substantially un¬ 
touched. Besides the Greek and iMin langmges —such arc the 
words of the statute—candidates for classical honours are to bo 
prepared with philosophy and ancient history ns before. Those 
who know experimentally what the Greek and Latin languages 
include will smilo at the -rrdvro'KyM’i duadla, the confident sciol¬ 
ism, which thus parenthetically assumes an acquaintance with 
them on the part of an inidergraduate as 4 sort of preliminary 
requisite. Practically, we believe, the words are liTtely to be¬ 
come mere surplubuge, philosophy and ancient history alone 
being required. In other words, classical scholarship is to have 
no ])lacc whatever in the final examination. This is certainly 
one u ay of getting rid of a self-imposed difficulty. Oxford is to 
have a school of Uteres humaniores, from which humane letters, so 
called, are to be expressly excluded—Hamlet with the character 
of Hamlet omitted 1by particular request. The Commissioners 
do not seem to have anticipated this solution, which has been 
announced since their lleport appeared. They are sensible, how¬ 
ever, that classical scholarshl]) in Oxford requii’es an encourage¬ 
ment which no system of examinations, reformed or unreformed, 
has as j et supplied; and they see that the only thing to be done 
is to give it a department of its own. Yet even tlioy are not 
"irca* from the Oxford vice of over-loading. They talk of a school 
of philology, which is to embrace not only Latin and Greek, but 
Sanscrit and the Oriental languages, and also those of modern 
Europe. It is true that they would allow the student to select 
one or more languages as his especial study. But this, if really 
cariied out, would create not one school but many, with differ¬ 
ent subjects and different examiners, while in practice it would 
probably come to the exaction of a superficial acquaintance with 
must or all of the languages included. The conception of an 
examination in comparative philology, which seems to lie at the 
bottom of this ])i'o]) 08 al, is stvficiently disposed of by Sir William 
Hamilton in his elaborate appendix on Oxford as it might he, 
(subjoined to his recent republication of Discussions on Philo¬ 
sophy, &c.,) from which it may he worth while to extract a few 
sentences. “ This doctrine,” that of ethnolofiy^, “ most curious 
and important in itself, is, as a resutUto be mUn upon trust, so 
limited, that it may be comprised in a brief book, in fact, in 
a single table: w heroas, ^ mUU/igenUy humn, that is, in its 
grounds, it imposes an ac^uaintsmee with some ten, twenty, 
fifty,—^in truth, with above a ^updted languages and dialects. 
Now, to institute a chair for a profesajqr tO retail his second-hand 
opinions is sufficiently foolish; buti lectures would bo equally 
inept for academical education were the profossor, instead of 
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spring on the authority of othws, himself a Mezzofanti and a 
Grimm in one; Umself cognizant of aU the relations of all the 
languages on w^h he founds: for the pupils would still be 
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phiMogy, at least/ would at best bo the philology of parrots. 

Ethnology Is thus misplaced iu being ma£ a subject of 
academical discipline, objectively, an Important knowledge, it 
remains, subjectively, an unimj^fuiit medhauism ”—(Pp. 690, 
691, note.) The same high atttnoii^, however, emphaticmly re¬ 
commends the cultivation of “ another philology.” “ Nothing,” 
he says, can better exercise the mind than a rational study, 
either of the grammar of a known language, or of univeraal 
grammar, illustrated by the languages with which a student is 
acquainted. Here every doctrine of the teacher is elaborated 
by the taught. Yet this most valuable science, (an applied logic 
and psychology,) and most profitable exercise of mind, is wholly 
neglected in our Universities.” We trust that this reproach will 
not long continue to attach to Oxford, though we doubt the 
existence of energy within the University sufficient to effect its 
removal. It inigot be difficult, however, to make a satisfactory 
division of subjects. Applied logic and psychology w ould seem 
rather to belong to a school of mental pliiiosophy, such as the 
Commissioners proceed to advocate. Indeed, Sir William 
Hamilton himself, in a subsequent part of his Appendix,* 
(p. 732,) when he comes to speak definitely of, the subjects 
proper for a University course, holds very different language. 
He there discriminates the two kinds of knowledge which 
he would connect with the highest acadomicol distinction as 
empirical and rational—the former a knowledge of the fact, 
comprehending “ all dexterity at language, all ramiliarity with 
literary products, all acquaintance with historical record .... 
limited to the domain of Greek and Homan letters,” the latter a 


knowledge of tlt» cause or reason, comprehending, in a proxi¬ 
mate sphere, the science of mind, Iu its faculties, its laws, and 
its relations, (Psychology, Lo^ic, Morals, Politics, &c.); in a 
less proximate sphere, the science of the instrument of mind, 
(Grammar, Rhetoric, Poetic,” &c.) The first he would call 
the department (or scbool).of hnmaiie letters, the second that of 
philosophy. “The present confusion,” he says, “of the empiri¬ 
cal and the rational^ in the one department pf Uteres humaniores, 
originates iu the inability of the tutors, as at present constituted, 
to teaoh philosophy as it was taught of old, and as by statute it 
should be taught s}il!.” 4'ust as the reflection tnay be, we doubt 
whether the evil woulti^^'^ually remedied .by the division pro¬ 
posed. “ The nature analhculties of the human miud ” may he 
the same now as they were in 1686, even hi the case of an 
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Oxford undergraduate: but, in those days, the body of rational 
knowledge, if acquired at aU, (a point about which the Commis¬ 
sioners are judiciously sceptical,) was a<jquiied in seven years, 
not in three or four. As it is, we tremble to think of the pro¬ 
bable results of a formal examination, not <5nly in Psychology, 
Logic, Morals, and Poiitios, but in Grathmar, Khetoric, and 
Poetic. We know of but one man whq would be bold enough 
to undertake any office in connexion with such a school, and 
that man is Mr. Sewell. Surely the four first-named subjects 
would be amply sufficient for a high department, without the 
addition of the three last. On the other nand, it does not seem 
unreasonable to expect an intelligent knowledge of Greek and 
Latin—a knowledge, that is, of pinciples as well as of facts— 
both from teacbersand learners. Theexamination in that,in short, 
should include all the requisites which are usually understood to 
concur in forming an accomplished classical schobr. We would 
exclude “all acquaintance with historical record,” thinking, with 
the Commissioners, that history may properly claim a separate 
school, in which there need be no distinction of ancient and 
modern. Sir William Hamilton, it is true, does not wish to 
confine one class of students to rational, and another to empirical 
knowledge. On the contrary, ho thinks that a minimum, not 
in one, bnt in each, ought to be established as the condition of 
a» degree at all. We can only repeat our conviction, that a 
student who is expectetl to know many things will, as a general 
rale, know nothing to any purpose. Surely what is wanted is 
a knowledge, both rational and empirical, of some one subject. 
In earlier years instruction is natnraliy miscellaneous: the 
memory is the only faculty in full develojimeiit, and the boy is 
taught a variety of things of which it is judged important that 
he should know something. But, as the other mental powers 
become- matured, special education is seen to be more and more 
of a necessity, with reference, not merely to a professional occu¬ 
pation, but to the cnlture^of the mind itself It is precisely 
because, with Sir William Hamilton, we should lament to see 
our Universities “declining into |)opular seminaries for the cul¬ 
tivation oS the superficial, me amusing, the palpable, the mate¬ 
rially useful,”' that we wonld have the Oxford student, in tho 
last }ear of his- pupillage,, left perfootly free to take his own 
coui'se—free to concentrate himself on (lassies, or mental phil¬ 
osophy, or history, or mathematics, so that the progress which 
he makes may bn jf^uine, and the bqnonrs which are awarded 
to him really sigUificant. 

With regard to tlie further objoct which the Commissioners 
hope to attain, by a reform of oead^ical studies, the restoration 
of a connexion between the Universities and the learned pro- 
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fesaions, wo must confess ourselves still unconvinced. TVe tliink, 
as we said in onr j^vious article, that the sedation which has 
taken place has owinj*-, not only to the snortcomings of the 
Universities, but to the generd coarse of society, so that we can 
have no great faith in any merely intra-academical remedy. To 
the case of Theology, indeed, this reipark does not apply. If 
divinity students are dtjveii to seek instruction elsewhere, at 
Wclls; or Ohichostcr, it is mainly because Oxford offers them 
none. £ven the moral disadvantages, which, as Mr. Lake justly 
remarks,' makes a University an unadvisable place for candidates 
for orders^ arc, to a certain mttent, carablo. Nor can we see 
My sufficient reason why Theology should not be made the sub¬ 
ject of examinations ana Konoorable distinctions. Such a stimu¬ 
lus would increase knowledge: it would not diminish reverence. 
It is not the scbdlar, but the dunce—not the candidate for 
honours, but the aspirant to an ordinary degree—^who speaks 
and thinks disrespcctfally of his books. On the other hand, it 
would be difficult to oveirate the evils arising from the lack of 
knowledge.” Whatever dangers may threaten the Church of 
Englant^ none can he greater than the distrust produced by the 
conviction that there are questions which the clergy, as a body, 
are unprepared to meet. A really educated clergyman is a 
“ restorer of belief,” Mite independently of any influence which 
he may excite by teaming or writing. But from the schools ef 
jurisprudence and physical science we expect no such important 
results. It would be hopeless, as the Commissioners see, to 
establish in Oxford a strictly professional education; and tho 
number of those who can afford time for any other is likely to 
become less, rather than greater. At the same time, we are 
quite dispos^ to beUeve that a considerable portion of legal and 
physical knowledge might be communicated through the medium 
of University lectures, and that an undergraduate would do well 
to get a foretaste «of bis profession before he begins to attend 
chambers, or walk the hospitals. Ot^fbrd may mMe her teach¬ 
ing useful to those who still come to her, without flattering her¬ 
self with hopes of recovering those whom she has unavoidabw lost. 

We have lingered so long among the more important actails 
of the Oxford examinations^ that we can merely allude to those 
which remain behind. The Commissioners recommend an ex¬ 
amination at matriculation, but discourage one for the higher 
degrees.^ The first is absolutely requireu as a protection to the 
University against the facilify of the inferior colleges, which not 
only sacrifice their own diat^cter, but lower the standard of the 
public examinatiousu by Ijie admission of unqualified members, 
it might be well, as the Comnuasioners suggest, to allow deficieney 
in one brMch to be compensated by proficiency in another, so as 
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not to esclade those who have not had the advantage of the ordi- 
naiy course of previous instruction. But to s^ut the gates of the 
University on incurable ignorance, whether voluntary or involun¬ 
tary, whether found among the rich or the poor, is no more than 
common sense and common justice. In discussing the question of 
the higher degrees, the Commissioners have scarcely shewn their 
wonted courage or penetration. It may be desirable, under 
present circumstances, to let a higher degree follow as a matter 
of course, where a lower one has been mirly obtained; but it 
cannot be well that any degree should bo conferred on a candi¬ 
date whose qualifications are unknown. Yet this is what they 
propose in the ease of Divinity and Law, both tlie degrees in 
which are supposed to be supplementary to the lower degree in 
Arts, Surely they might have seen that here at least was an 
opportunity of turning the new schools to some practical account. 
What would be easier than to make the lower degrees in Di\i- 
nity, Law, and Medicine conditional In passing an examination 
in the schools of Theoli^, Jurisprudence, and Physical Science ? 
The present practice ofpostponing these degrees to later periods 
of University standing is a mere anachronism, belonging to the 
Laudian system, with its long course of years. In a modern 
scheme they ought clearly to be allow'ed to fall into their natural 
place, so as to become co-ordinate With the degree of B.A, as at 
present conferred. The student, after graduating in some one 
of the non-professional schools, might offer himself for examina¬ 
tion in that faculty in which he desired, for professional reasons, 
to obtain a degree. This would involve no addition to the ex¬ 
isting requirements, which oblige a candidate for the B.A. de¬ 
gree to go through two schools at least, at the same time that it 
would introduce an intelligible distinction between those w ho 
wish to prosecute their non-professional studies and those wlio 
regard' their academical education merely as subsidiary to some 
one of the professions. The degrees of the University would bo 
made what they should be, A reality, while the indignity, as Mr. 
Wall calls it, of examining sepior men would be successfully 
avoided. 


We now approach one of the most important parts of the 
Beport—that whick treats of the instruction of the University, 
with reference to the teachers. The ^listorical sketch which we 
gave in our former Article must have enabled our readers to 
appreciate the difierence in this respect between ancient and 
modern Oxford. The authorized teaching of the University was 
formerly conducted by the Univeiaity itself: it is now in tlie 
hands of the Colleges—a change which has taken place in vio¬ 
lation rather than in pursuance of the Statutes. To remedy this 
abuse, by establibhing the Professonal system, not in place of, 
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but by tha sida of the Tutorial, is the taalt' to which the Com¬ 
missioners hare addressed themselves. >( * _ 

It was hardly to be expected that the ^sdsUd^ regime would 
meet with extreme severity at the handsv 0 $ the Commissioners, 
That men, most ©rwhom either are Of twwe recently in actual 
'connexion with the University, shottid canvass strictly the 
qualifications of a body, comprising the majority of the working 
:^idents, is not in human nature. Sir William Hamilton, how¬ 
ever, is molested by no such scrnples. With the unrelenting 
eye of a systematic philosopher, he investigates the antecedents 
of the Tutorial staff of eaqh Uollege, and the effects^ of their 
teaching, as shown in the (umdemical successes of their pupils, 
combining the whole in a tabular view in which College is 
weighed against College with a minute accuracy extending even 
to fractions. The results of the comparison as regards particular 
Colleges, are not always such as the experience of an Oxford 
man would endorse—a fault owing to causes which it would be 
tedious to explain; but the general conclusion is clearly made 
out—the fact* of an enormous difference between Colley and 
College, in respect of educational power. It would not^ fair 
to rely wholly or principally on the success of the pupil as a 
proof of the competency of the tutor, though the two are gener¬ 
ally supposed to Dear some kind of relation to each other, and a 
College is to a certain extent responsible for the class of uikIw- 
gradnates whom its reputation attracts. But Sir^ William 
Hamilton stands on firm ground when he calls attention to the 
fact, that “ ill the two departments which the University posses¬ 
ses, and which the Colleges and Tutors are, de facto, exclusively 
authorized to teach, tlie whole Collegial Tutors (49) have only, 
of their body, in IMerce Humaniores, about a half (26), in Mathe¬ 
matics, about a sixth (8), of the first classand concludes that 
“ if there be any connexion between superior knowledge and 
superior tuition, Oxford now abandons, indifferently, the work 
of education to competent and incompetent hands.”-—(P. 701.) 
We need not stop to remark thiff the test of the public examina¬ 
tions, though, of course, not infallible, is ^iierally a fair one^— 
not to mention that the U niversity itself elects to be tried by it; 
and that, ns a matter of fact, the most efficient Colleges are those 
which number most first olass men among their tutors. It is of 
more importance to ahow that the result complained of is due 
entirely to the Colleges themselves. The nomination of tutors 
belongs, apparently by an unstatutable usurpation, solely to the 
Head of the College, who selects them almost invariably from 
the Fellows, preference being mostly given lo seniority. Giving 
to the restriiBtions with vtlifah all the Colleges are more or less 
fettered, there are very few instances in which the election to a 
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Fellowship is entirely o|>en, so as to secure^ the services of the 
ablest roan in the U»iversity not otherwise’^ovided for. Thus, 
neither the persons in wbpu tho choice of tators is vested, the 
principle of choice, ncn? the field of dioii^are such as to promise 
any large measure of educational ancbess. If anything be wanted 
to complete the condemnation of the system, it is to be found in 
the sentence practically f^sed on it by the University itself in 
the tacit recognition of private tntors, a class of men who, as the 
Commissioners remark, though unknown to University or College 
statutes, exercise at once the personal supervision belonging to 
the original Tutoret^ and the privilege of free teaching which is 
the statutable right of all graduates. When wo consider that 
this kind of instruction has become popular under infinite dis¬ 
couragement both direct and indirect, the real teaching of the 
best men in the University having, as is admitted by one of the 
most decided opponents of the system, Mr. Congreve, lain for 
some time past in the hands of the private tutors, though the 
money paid to them by the Students is not in place of but in 
addition to that nhich is exacted for College tuition, ive shall 
learn what to think of the indefeasible right of a usurpation 
which has failed to justify itself not only in the eyes of the 
world, but even in those of its perpetrators. What plea can be 
urged in favour of those who are found wanting, when weighed 
in a balance which they have themselves been allowed to trim i 

The means by which the Commissioners propose to remedy 
this state of things are, the reform of the Colleges and the reani¬ 
mation of the Professoriate. The Tutors are to be left in s/u/u 
<juo, security being taken for their fitness by the removal of the 
restrictions on Fellowship elections, while those whom they have 
supplanted are re-established and fortified by fresh endow ments 
drawn chiefly from the Colleges themselves. Under those cir¬ 
cumstances, it is believed that the two systems would work well 
side by side, each occupying its own sphere without encroaching 
on that of the other. The^Private Tutors are not to be directly 
interfered w ith: but hopes ana expressed that their influence 
may be diminished, partly by the improvement of public instruc¬ 
tion, and the greater facilities given to individual superintendence 
by the College Tutors, partly by the absorption of the more 
eminent among the Private Tutors themselves into the Profes¬ 
soriate, which is to liave a low er department of University Lec¬ 
turers, taking the more elementary part of the work, and acting 
as a sort of Professorial nursery. 

The weak {X)int of this arrangement appears to us to be that 
which affects the College Tutors. Nothing in our judgment 
can be said for retaining them is their present position, except 
the fact that they are in possession. We fully recognise the 
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a 8istiK6l|oti between tMil^rc^bsserial and Tutorial 

^ functidtitu Wl(/Uik HatoUton’a detoi^Km^^ehewa that both 
hive ^eir {dacei in a Univ^rasity* ^ Bjr IProfessoi^’* he says, 
t meah a teacher exclosivety prftil^ed to deUvd^ |rom his own 
yes<nitCea and at his 8wn diacretion, a toiirse of leei\p«s, on a 
corhiun department ofknowtedgi^ to j|^ who!? academic^ alnmni. 

Tutor, I mean a teacher, amcmg others, privileged to see that 
hia necuhar papils (a section of the academicel almatoi) read and 
un&rstand certain boedts, certain tejtts, codes, departments of 
doctrine, anthorised by the Untrewity.” But the auestion 
which naturally arises is^ >tvhy ehenld not these Tutors do Uni¬ 
versity Tutors? Why should not men be appointed to the 
Tntorial offiod on account of their University reputation, not in 
virtue of their connexion with this or that College ? Even sup¬ 
posing the Fellowships to Jbe ^ven away by merit, there is surely 

S eat awkwardness in a J^n whidi divides the (qualified men in 
e University into twenty^four houses, and makes their appoint¬ 
ments depend on the accidental wants of the particular society 
with which they may be connected. Again, why should the 
choice of these Tutors be left in the hands of the Heads of 
Houses, a body for whose discernment in educational matters 
the University has no gnaranteo? Why should the students be 
forced to attend the tuition supplied by the College to which they 
happen to attack themselves, when there may be other TutoriJii 
lectures delivered elsewhere which would be of greater service to 
them? Differences between Tutor and Tutor will still exist 
after each College has done its best to secure the most competent 
men : and it is surely unjust to limit a Tutor's usefulness by tlio 
accommodation which the buildings of ids College may chance 
to cdFord. Add to this, that even in a reformed Oxford the iso¬ 
lated character of small societies is sure to generate narrow and 
local feelings, petty rivalries, and a genersd disposition to esti¬ 
mate academical questions by a College rather than a University 
standard. The appointment of Examiners by the Froctoi's is at 
present retained on tvro grounds;, that of justice to the Colleges, 
that University offices may descend to them in rotation, without 
reference to tlm comparatiye merit of their respective bodies of 
fellows, and that of justice to the undergraduates, that they 
may have tutors of their own to protect their inteivsts against 
those of other candidates. We are not inventing motives, but 
merely repeatlirg those which, if we are not p^ektly misinformed, 
have been ahthSly assi^ed. Such views of justice are intelli- 
jpble enough, hoi thi^ are scarcely compatible with the educa¬ 
tional action of a ftee University. 

We think, then, that the Commissioners are mistaken in sup¬ 
posing that the continnance of College tuithm is the best or the 
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only way 0 f combining tbe labonra of Tntom and Professors. 
The propeir foncMons of 4 Qhllego Tatoi^ arj^? moral rather than 
intellectnal. Such wa^ i:m4Q(ibi!% the ongLual conception of 
the office,'M it appears iir MtOv ObijU^ @tatnt^ the Ormnanees 
of Edwai^ VI., and ctMi the ZieB<l^ Code, thoogh the latter 
si^eradds instamction to the duties. Such is. in 

effect, the theory current at the present hour in Cambridge, 
where^ though tiK Colleges have engrosised the education no fess 
than at Oxrord, the Tutor's business is not so mnch to lecture 
to his pupils as to look after their bills. Such, finally, is the 
view taken by the Commissioners themselves, when they are 
lemslating* tor those students who are to be admitted to the 
University without belonging to any College or Hall. Their 
lodging-houses, we read in the Beport, are to be “ placed under 
the special snperintendenoe of University officers, to be consti¬ 
tuted Tutors or Guardians of the University students,”—men 
whoso “ duty would be, so fer as the case permitted, to acquaint 
themselves with the character and circumstances of these stu¬ 
dents, and to take all means in their power for exercising over 
them a due moral and religious superintendence.” Yet it surely 
cannot bo meant that these students arc to go without tutorial 
instruction. What is necessary for residents in Colleges must 
be equally necessary for residents in unattached lodgings. Tho 
obvious solution is, the appointment of Tutors by the University. 
Their classes would be formed to Suit the wants not of the un¬ 
dergraduates of each College, but of the aggregate mass. This 
would at once remove what is felt to he an inherent evil in the 


present system,—“ that of crowding into the same class students 
differing greatly in knowledge and capacity, merely because they 
happen to come to tho University at the same time.” Oxford 
would, in fact, realize the condition of a large public school, the 
chief difforonce being that the dosses uould consist not of bo;ys, 
but of young men, and oonseqnentlj that tbe> scale of instruction 
as a whole would be higheir, while the discipline enforced would 
be less irksome. The Professorial lectnres would find their na¬ 


tural parallel in the instruction given to the Sixth Form at Eton 
or Rugby. The mechanical arrangement of the classes might 
be the same as that which now obtains in College lectures, men 
being drafted from one class to another without that inflexible 
regularity of promotion which is required where rewards and 

g anishments have to be looked to as the principal moti\ e powers. 

ir William Hamilton, who goes into the subject veiy fx^lyt 
(pp. 718-724,) propojB^ that honours should be awarded by the 
joint suffrage of pupils and teachers,—a sngg^tion probably 
better adapted to tae latitude of Edinburgh or Glasgow than to 
that of Oxford. But we must bot wander into details. 
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, One CDiQpIainf, at least, we may safely make of t1»e Commis¬ 
sioners. If they f(umd themselves unable or unwilling to reduce 
the Coile^’ tutors ro their normal dimensions, why could they 
not have Allowed the milder counsels of Mr. Clough, who sees 
no KasOQ why^’ the proficients of the several Colleges “should 
tiot 1:^ united in a College clasS^ and the viva disjoined from 
the (corpora, by collegiate or inter-colh^ate arrange- 

' m^nts ?” Tlio concordat need hardly bear even on the less 
competent Tutors who would menrely be reqnir^ to abandon 
what ought to be thn disiastefnl work of ^ lecturing on certain 
subjects with whicji they are not folly conversant. In any case, 
their anticipated remonstrances cannot be set against the Mipable 
interest of tlie sthdenta. The practice of a public school, which 
we have just rpforred to, will furnish us with an apt illustration. 
What would be said if the assistant-masters, instead of taking 
some a higher, some a lower form, were to claim to teach those 
boys, and those boys only, who happened to reside in their re¬ 
spective boardjng-housesi as a matter of justice to themselves, and 
as the only means of maintaining an innuence over their pupils ? 

The reanimation of the professoriate is a measure for which it 
could hardly have been supposed that an apology would be 
needed. Anywhere but in Oxford Professor Vaughan’s splendid 
vindicarion of bis order, (Evidence, p. 274,) which we wish our 
space would allow us to extract, would read like the eulogy pro¬ 
nounced on llercules by the soj^iist in the story. But the 
collegiate system is not only alimi fctan, but antagonistic to tlie 
professoriate; and even the reform Camp is recruited from the 
antirprofessorisl party. In extracting passages from the evidence 
of the most prominent of these I'ecusants, Mr. Pattison, the 
Commissk>|iecB significantly express their belief that there are 
many persons entertaining sentiments of a similar kind. ^ Mr. 
Pattison's own opinion, howeviir, deserves attention in itself^ 
frCm the ability wifo which ‘he has unfolded and illustrated it, 
as well as from the ehjsraCter which is atamp^ on the portion of 
his evidmice already qnot«l by,«|, that of a vigorous and decided 
reformer. In ^ course of ddiveriftg it, he reviews the intel¬ 
lectual histbiy of the Tlpiversities in a rapid but effective sketch, 
which is well worth consulting few its own sake, independently 
of any argna»ent« wlUch may or may not be deducible from it. 
One thing is evident, that in denouncing professorial instruction, 
“ foe syi^etH of delivering courses of ori^nal dissertations to a 
miscelianippas apdience,” as superficial and unsati^ctoi^, he is 
not dec^i^lng a line in which he might not bimselr excel. 
Nevertheless, we Cannot think that he has mgde out any ease for 
his alarm. As the Commissioners well remar]^ his argument 
involves several assumtittons the incompatibilitv of tlie urofes- 
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fiorial and tutorial djstems—^he absolute saiBcien^ of the foiiner;. 
and the inevitable superhciality of the latter ^ For the 6rst of 
these, indeed, the Comntissioners themselves are in some measure 
answerable. A reference to Mr. Paltison’s evidence will sliow 
tliat his fears are excelled by the proposed admission of unat¬ 
tached students, which he regards as a virtual substitution of 
professorial for tutorial instruction. The Report shews that the 
apprehension is not groundless, as by refusing to separate the 
tutorial from the collegiate system, the Commissioners apparently 
wish to leave these students witliout any tuHion at all. But to 
protest against that abrogation of the tutoiiate is one thing, and 
to assert its exclusive efficiency another. Yet Mr. Pattison 
throughont appears to think that he may do either indiffcientiy. 
Because pupils require to be made to master standard bouks, he 
argues that they w ill not be the better for hearing original dis¬ 
sertations. Because theories are mere tumid verbiage to minds 
unfurnished with facts, he argues that the knowledge of facts is 
sufficient without them. Because in French and Ameiican 
education, as he supposes, showy and current accomplishment is 
the end* desired, and exclusively professorial instruction the 
means adopted, he argues that the same result would follow in a 
country whoie both end and means are different. In one case, 
at least, we must take leave to question not only his inferences 
Imt his observation. Surely nb one who had not an argument 
to maintain would speak of German instruction as superjicial. 

The absence of all taste in composition, and the fatal defects 
of expression,” which Mr. Pattison laments in the great men of 
Germany, are precisely the faults which, as he admits himself, a 
supeificial-culture has excluded in the case of France. If their 
attainments are but the attainments of a few, what is to be said 
of the attainments of the graduates of Oxford? Will Mr. 
Pattison tell us that the majority of Oxford students aro more 
thoroughly educated than the youths, described In his quotation 
from l>r. Niemeyer ? Thcf distinction between the intellectual 
and educational value of a lectjtrer's original researches may be 
speculatively correct, but cannot ^ for much practically. Why 
should not a well-grounded and inquiring hearer—and we aro 
speaking only of such—^feel something of tliat “ vivifying effect’’ 
which, according to Mr. Pattison’s own admission, “ wo our¬ 
selves experience from new views?” The allegation, that a 
professor is likely to be lefis useful than a book on the one hand, 
and than a tutor on riie ether, is another logical juggle. At 
worst he might surely be serviceable as combining a portion of 
the educational advantages of each. But we believe that beside 
this he might be something different from and, so far, superior 
to either. What that would be is expressed in the well-known 
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wonls of Niebuhr, quoted by the Commissioners, (p. 96.) Of 
the “ thousand tfioughts” which are “ awakened” by “ the 
sight” of an assemblage of hearers, and the sense of “ the per¬ 
sonal relation in which they stand towards” their professor, how 
few present themselves either to the writer or reader of a book, 
^ther to the catechiser or to the catechised student I At tlie close 
of his remarks Mr. Pattison virtually abandons his heresy by cen¬ 
suring the professorial system as the ntatn method of education; 
but the surrender comes too late. Whether from dread of the 
supposed anti-tutorial tendencies of the Commissioners, or from 
involuntaty one-sidcdness, he has certainly centrived to produce 
the impression that he is altogether opposed to professorial in¬ 
struction. We are sorry for the result, as it takes away from 
the effect Of at least one remark which, as we shall see presently, 
is really valuable. But we would not punish him further than 
by wishing that he may himself become a member of an active 
professoriate in a regenerate Oxford. 

A more tangible objection to the restoration of the profes¬ 
soriate might be, that it is the revival of a system which has al¬ 
ready died a natural death. But we demur to the fifet. The 
death of the professoriate was not natural, having been caused 
partly by want of proper sustenance, partly by actual violence. 
The XiEUdian Examinations had no connexion with professorial 
lectures, the later examinations were not established till profes- ' 
sorial teaching had ceased to ekist. The professorship of Moral 
Philosophy Ave know to have been deliberately stifled for more 
than A hundred and fifty years by a private compact among 
the electors. Now' that it has recovered its existence, it has 
shewn that it is abmidantly endowed with inherent vitality. 
Four Other of the statutable-readerships were illegally extin¬ 
guished by the Hebdomadal Board, at what time and under 
what dreutnstances we know not; and the re-establishment of 
one these has been attended with suflicieiit success to shew 
that the for a University prmlecftmr of Logie is by no means 
past. As mr the Chairs of the *other sciences,* which, as form¬ 
ing part of the Oxford course, miglit afford a test of the effi¬ 
cient or'inefficienoy of the profe^oriate, we de-not know how 
they ineffective, but we know wby^hey still con¬ 

tinue sp* ^ The Plrofessoc of Ancient Histoy delivers no avail¬ 
able leotbtent the Professm* of Chreek none whatever. The 
Professor Latin does not exist even in name. On the other 
bandy 1^. a^ Professor TaughanVi lectures on Modem 

Histoiy audiences the University held out 

any inducement to the study of that subject. There is no need 
to fear tha^ the eats Undergraduates are closed. “ Drtn 
mterz iat au, dein Sinn iei tedt.” 
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The details of the restoration may be difficult in practice, but 
they are comparatively easy to arrange in t’Jeoiy. It will be 
necessary to found new professorships, and to increase the en¬ 
dowments of existing Chairs. jSvery subject which the Univer¬ 
sity undertakes to teach ought to have one* or more professors, 
as the case may be. At present the only draartment which can 
be said to be adequately endowed is that of Theology, which has 
seized on several of tlie canoories of Christ Churdi. The lay 
professors will require to have their numbers and their incomes 
raised in proportion. The Report justly says, that £800 a year 
is the least which J:hey have a right to expect* Whence the 
funds are to be drawn we shall see before long. To all these 
recommendations, which the Commissioners pursue into minute 
particulars, we give our hearty assent. If tney are not carried 
out it will only be because the strength of possession is stronger 
tlian the strength of reason. We agree, too, that professorships 
should bo freed from all restrictions whatever, except the nega- 
tive theological test provided by the statute, which forbids all 
professors to impugn the faith of the Church of England. On 
the mode of appointing professors the Commissioners would have 
done well to consult an elaborate article by Sir William Hamil¬ 
ton in the Edinburgh Review for April 1834, containing a large 
historical induction in favour of the establishment of a body of 
•curators for this special object. Meantime there is much to he 
said for the two kinds of patronage which the Report most 
favours—^that by the Crown, and that by the Reformed Con¬ 
gregation. The latter may at -any rate safely be preferred to 
such existing nuisances as dection by Convocation, by graduate 
in Divinity, by the Hehdomadd Board. ^ At present the stand¬ 
ing evils of elections withiu the University are two—collegiate 
interest and theological party. The former will be impaired 
by any measure tenuing to establish an extra-colie^ate power, 
such as the new House of Congregation, once fairlv constituUd, 
might be expected to be. The latter wUl probably never dis¬ 
appear till Oxford ceases to be a ^urch University; and even 
then it is quite possible that secular Chairs may he made ob¬ 
jects of struggle between rival denominations. Ear ourselves, 
we hope as much from the mere mulUplicarion of professor¬ 
ships as from any mmo dirept guarantee of puritj|r of election. 
■Where tiier® are iaany prises the fevM of mtrigue will 
necessarily cool, and hqnest men wjU be likriy to get 
their due. * i 

The nrqlect of Uidveni^ lecturers certainly well at 
first right. If introdueod into ^istford as it now is, or under 
the*circumstances cont«m{datf^jF,tbd Oommissionen^it would 
undoubtedly do great good, j^rittebpsBy by affording ^iongenial 
• YOL. xvm. NO. XXXV. 0 
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employmeoi .|o onplappd talent and But it way bo 

doubted hcHiif 'fer ^o duties 6f ^hese lecnc^ws trpuld be dis- 
tip^shad ftem tb5se of tbe ^?wept b;f tbe fiujtitious con- 
c(miitadits of eacetaption fh>m ^nd a sort of 

hocoditaiy expectauey of a pncrfbssophip. ' Tfiw professor, as we 
bave seen, dwvers original expo^^ios * Aa tutor spestbatlus 
pup08 their books: bd^ 'tfbat is the loeturoit to do t In a 
thoroughly xefonned Wh©w tutorial asi well as professo- 

rial labours were regulated iuid ecoid^ized 1^ the Unlrersity, 
}hb difScahy would doubidoi$s bO felt and provBed ibr. 

’ IMbre leaving the B0|xart («i the profeWi|tef We must note, 
briefly but grav^V, one great omission. ^ No place whateyet is 
made for those idtolats and men of science whose vocation it 
may be to teach by the pen rather than by the tongue. Pro- 
tessor Vaughan has done jusrice to the utility of silent mou” 
in a strain of commanding d^uence, whi<>h the Commisrioners 
actually quote, as if unconscious of its meamng. pother of 
those who have given evidence has made this particular defi¬ 
ciency tlie key-note of all bis suggestions. Even ilr. Pattison, 
in his academical scheme, has ftund room for a professor who 
is ** not the organ of instruction,’’ but Uio man of greatest 
attainment in hiftbrandi, rewarded and withdrawn from msti ac¬ 
tion, to enable him to devote himself to the cultivation, of the 
more abstiuse parts of his science,” But the Commissioner 
apparently ignore altogether either the existence or the desirabi¬ 
lity of such an element. In this at hast they are sure to have 
the vulgar on their sida ' 

We pass, eieeo psdSf over a few pages of detail about scholar¬ 
ships, prizes, hbrarieis, and moaeums, as adapted rather for 
special than for general consideration The quesrion of the 
University revenues is equally technical, and embarrassed with 
the fuither dMficuUy of the absence of authentic information, 
owing to the refusal 6f the aqtboarities to comply'with requeste 
made in the name of their iqyal visitor. All that wo can do is 
to endonm the five i^^temteendatfens pf the Cqmmiwwners,— 
the publication of the ITniveurity accounts, tee pxAlicatiou of all 
fees and their applica^on, and tee redaction of their amount, 
tee confinefltent Of acaaknaucal revenues to acad^cal objects, 
(a most important point, as unenlightened,majoritiea are at pre¬ 
sent in the habit of voting away tee trust-nHteey of the ciwroora- 
tion for rihicli, osteisihly pubfie, ate really, as 

rei^s tee unlverrity, of a private nature, Such as tee support 
of colonial Effiscopaig?',) tW# repei|| of tee stampdnly m matricu¬ 
lations and oegtt^ and tee gran %5 a mortmain 

to enable tee Umvijfriliy to invest »ts funded properiy m l^d- 
The remainder oUr space must be devoted to te® 


proposed Bf/opn. of th College», 35 

• * - i 

$ome respects 0ie most 8 erieas‘ 4 ’ 0 Hfiwn mooted^in the Iteport— 
the reform of tiie Cofieges. / 

We have already sam tbft wefr^ l^t going to tell twice the 
tale of the fovmdatiop of these inmitottoBil, not to slay the slain 
arguments in support of their tni*ii)lahi!ity. Ja a national doca> 
ment like the Report, it is tight that the h^tc^cal truth ehonid 
be formally stated^ imd thecniiwntfimojieiltju disallowed; 

but a reviewer, having^ once gone Over the giound) may be ex* 
cused from traversing it again, A difl^nt reason prevents us 
from disonssing anower part of this division of the subjeefe-*- 
the special recommendations with regard to particular Colleges, 
Whatever means we may have for judging of their appropriate¬ 
ness, wo can hardly presume that those whom we address will 
have been similarly favoured; and when we think of the errors 
into which Sir William Hamilton has fallen in his estimate (d 
the “ educational eminence** of Merton and Corpus, wo may 
well shrink from tlie task of descanting on academical mysteries 
to a purely lay rCader. Our remarks shall therofore be con¬ 
fined to the ^neral reforms suggested as necessary for the whole 
collegiate IxKly, The abolition of all local and family restrictions 
on fellowships is, of course, the first thing. The restrictions to 
I)aiticular schools are removed in the case of fellowships, cou- 
liiiucd in that of scholai’ships. New College, however, is made 
•anroxcoption, being allowed to retain its connexion with Win¬ 
chester, though tlie old ties are to fee readjusted. We cannot 
understand the ground of this exemption. The onlv shadow of 
a reason which appears in the evidence is contained m the words 
“ Notwithstanding few persons would be willing to give up the 
associations of WJuiam of Wykehara,” following immediate^ on 
a statement of the practical evils of the connexion. How can 
the associations of William of Wykeham, m any Uruo or high 
sense, be smd to be preserved by the ^ctaele of a College 
paralvzed by an incfissoluble alliance with a single school, not of 
the first rank? Howler, ^ next recommendation of the 
Commissioners toakes sdnto amends for this momentoiy feeble¬ 
ness. '^e obligation of fellows to orders is ^iirely swept away, 
and an incstimMle benefit conferred not only oir (Vacation, lite¬ 
rature, and the othm* profession^ hot on ^e deigy. It might 
have been expected that the oh^mtion to cdiba<y would have 
followed j but the of lidleulp nas preyaUed, and tho restrio- 

tion is retained on groufida wlptfe apply only to tntors, au4 
even as regards fhem ^ by no^naanslmpregnablo. The oblma- 
tion to residence is to«l» annnflipd st;atntaMy> as it hfks long been 
annulled prsetiedUy. • The drsqualifioation, as it may 

be called, is to be on a unulwm imd more intellimble footings 
income as well as property bdnf deluded, and tbe disque^^g 
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amount rsuaed. compulsion to proceed to higher degrees is 
to be remdved--ri;;n arrangement which would , not have been 
required if those degrees bad been rationally dealt with. Some¬ 
thing is to be done, towards purifying' College Elections, by 
substituting in the larger societies electoral boards in the place 
of universal suffrage, by abolishing all noinmatioos by persons 
or bodies external to the College, and by extending the right of 
appeal to the visitor from decisions> presumably unstatutable to 
decisions presumably not according to merit. Certain fellow¬ 
ships are to be specifically appropriate to proficients in the new 
university studies. Colleges are to'be compelled to found open 
scholarships adequate in number and value. The wealthier 
societies, such as All Souls, New College, Queen’s, Magdalen, 
Merton, and Corpus, are to receive from one to six professors, 
for whose benefit 'a certain proportion of the fellowships are to 
bo suppressed. University lecturers are to be ordinary fel¬ 
lows of Colleges, living partly on their fellowships, partly on 
fees from their pupils, and allowed to marry. The Election to 
Headships of Colleges is still to be vested in the fellows, who, 
however, are to be permitted to choose any Master of Arts. 
Lastly, visitors are to require annual reports from their respec¬ 
tive Colleges, and transmit such reports to the Queen in 
Council. 

All this, bold as it is in some respects, and likely to be bene¬ 
ficial so far as it goes, appears to us essentially unsatisfactory. 
It is, in fact, mere tinkering—^an attempt to improve a thing 
which is not partially but wholly unsuitable. College life at 
one time meant something very definite, comprehensible, and 
real. College life now means nothing of the kind. A fellow 
used to be a poor student, following an ecclesiastical rule, per¬ 
forming certain duties, religious and domestic, and receiving a 
small payment. A fellow is now a clergyman, a lawyer, a phy¬ 
sician, a London, habitu^, differing in no respect from other 
clergymen, lawyers, physicians, and habitues, except that ho 
is presumably a man of superior eduoation, possesses .£'*200 
a-year of his own, and is unmarried. Even resiclent fellows are 
precisely like other resident graduates, the only distinguishing 
features, in addition to those already named, being that they 
sometimes attend daily service, dine together whenever they 
have no better engagement, meet occasionally for the nominal 
performance'of business, which is really performed by officials, 
and live .in rooms instead of in lodgings. Again, the colle¬ 
giate framework is hot necessaiy to the existence of tutors: 
their present lecturei? might be delivered in University lecture- 
rooms, their present superintendence exercised over halls or 
boarding-houses. All powerful as the Colleges are in the Uni- 
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versity, the University, cahhpt be said ^iiyanytliing by their 
organization. The good that fe;done.m Oword could be done 
without sueh a machinery, ^flter this we need not add, that 
the machinery itself is something’worse than harmless. Pei-- 
haj)s there is no evil greater Ih^ the atmosphere of unreality 
which it tends to produce. As wO idwerved; just now in the case 
of New College and Winchester,' men imamne' that they are 
carr^'ing out the work of a raedimval founder, when tliey are 
pursuing occupations which even, when, most useful and laud¬ 
able, are totally different from anything contemplated by him. 
Hence arises a w'aste of effort, a yearning after nopcless ideals, 
the more to be regretted in proportion to the greater elevation 
and purity of the natures so employed. The real wants, intel¬ 
lectual and moi'al, of the ago and nation are 'ignored and de¬ 
spised in the vain attempt, however disguised from the mind 
itself, to recall an irrevocable past. Leisui’e and quiet, and means 
of study, which might be engaged in satisfying the inquiries of 
a busy but speculative century, are used only to thwart them. 
The theological history of the last twenty years is no more than 
a logical deduction from the operation of the collegiate system. 
It was no mere accident that connected the Tracts for the Times 
with the Oriel Common Room, and the persecution of Dr. 
Hampden with the Corpus Committee. And while the higher 
minds are exhausted by this unreality, the lower are filled by 
realities of a very earthly sort. Community of life, to which 
special duties are not attached, naturally comes to be synony¬ 
mous w'ith community of indulgence. Jobbing is proverbially 
the vice of cori>orations; and small corporations, without any 
definite object, are peculiarly liable to it. The injunction which 
is at present found m the statutes of some Colleges, to prefer a 
member of the society in an academical election to any other 
candidate, is a duty which naturally commends itself to a Fellow’s 
moi’al sense. Not many years ago four close Colleges, distin¬ 
guished for nothing but the number of their fellows, formed a 
league which went l)y 'the appropriate name of the Unholy Alli¬ 
ance, for the express object of carrying elections. This conspiracy 
against the University was at last broken up by a disagreement 
among the conspirators about the division of the spoil, but 
not until it had procured the exclusion of several men enjoying 
a university reputation in favour of persons undistinguishea 
before or since. The opening of the foundations may pos&ibly 
prevent the repetition of .such a scandal as this; but it will 
not remove the nnraeaningpess or inexpediency of the system. 
Even when a fellowship is open, it is nothing better than 
a •scanty celibate sinecure. Even after the new ..professors have 
taken their share, a hutnber of these sinecures Will still remain 
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—^and it is scarcWy possiblo that many of them should not be ill 
bestowod. If a <^llege had no more appointments than were 
. absolutely required for the work it had to dp, there might bo 
some security for the choice of fit.men; -hut the permission of 
non-residence shewe that this is not expected under the hew 
‘ regime. It may bo right tliat a certain portion, of the resource.s 
of O.yford should be employed to help men who haye distin¬ 
guished themselves there on entering upon a profession: but 
why not let this be done fairly nnd bpenly by means expressly 
calculated lor the end ? In a word, why suffer any part of the 
academical revenue to be apportioned without a special object, 
recognised and provided for as such ? Why make the distribu¬ 
tion of the intellectual and educational forces of the University 
depend in any way on the accidental existence of twenty-four 
lumses ? If tutor^ips are desirable, why not let them exist for 
their own sake I If professors require maintenance, why billet 
them on societies with which they have nothing to do, and to 
which they might possibly be uncongenial? These arc ques¬ 
tions which, it IS obvious, strike at the root of the Collegiate 
system, not only as it is, but as it will be, if the suggestions of 
the llcport should take effect. Whether they have ever occurred 
to the Commissioners themselves is more than wc can protend 
to guess. But we can well understand why they should have 
booii kept out of sight on tlie present occasion. In any casg, 
however, there is no reason why a reviewer should not ask 
them. 

Kevcrtholess, after all our objections, wo must return to our 
origijial verdict. If the Report is open to some criticisms, wo 
feel tliat they may be made without detracting from its substan¬ 
tial excellence. And though we might ourselves wish to re-write 
a few of its pages, wo more than doubt whether wc should allow 
that ))rivilego to any one else. “ Pass it, pass it I” was the 
exclamation ivith oWhich the most enlightened and most inde¬ 
pendent of Liberal journals greeted the promulgation of tho Re¬ 
form Bill in 1831. So our desire is that tho recommendations of 
the Commissioners may become law as quickly as possible, without 
change or modification. In Parliament, most of those acquainted 
with tho condition of the Universities are hostile to reform; and 
if the Liberals descend. to the discussion of particular points, in 
the hope of, infroducing improvements, they may be deceived 
into letting go the very things which Reformers within the 
Universities feel to bn mMt precious, - Jjet them beware of Mr. 
Gladstone in commitiee. - . 
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.\rt. II.—1, Acta LabordtoHi ChymiM Monmensis sen Physica 
Suhtetraned. (Leipz. 1703. edifion of Becciiek’s 

principal work.) 

2. G. E. StaJilii Fandanicnia Chymiae 'JDdgmatico-Rationalis et 
Experirhuntalts, ^c.' INToriinbei^ae, IH*. 

3. Expenments ■ upon Magnesia Alba, QtticMiihe, ^-c. Hy Jo- 
SEPH Black, M.D. Edinburgh, 1782. , 

4. TraiU EUmpitaire De Chimie, Par M. Lavoisier, do 
I’Acad^mie des Sciences, &Ci l4vis, 1789. 

5. Lemons snr la Philosophic Chimiqtip, ^c. Far SI. Dl'sjas, 
recueillies par M. Bijjau. Paris, 1837. 

The polypharniacists of the Arabian school of niecUcine, and 
the alchemists of mediaeval Europe, followed ideas so transcondeii' 
tal that, in so far as their ever-vanishing aims were concerned, 
they at first sight seem to stand in no true historical relation with 
the moderate and practical chemists of the present century. The 
seeking for the alcahest or universal solvent, the attempt to ex¬ 
tract the elixir of life, the eftbrt to lay hands on the philosophi¬ 
cal stone, (and that among the mist and darkness of a time which 
was rather the night than the morning of science), were thing,s 
essentially unlike the sober and attainable aims of our own posi¬ 
tive chemistry; and the men of our laboratories could have 
taken little interest in the labours they involved, had it not boc'ii 
tor tlic fact that those old scholastics, chasing images they were 
never to seize, worked out thousands of incidental results. If 
they went after the illusions of the dawn, shaped out of- the 
murk by the twdsted rays of a sun which was yet far below their 
horizon, it was on' the solid ground of nature that they sped 
their weary hunt; and many a trophy they found lying in the 
twilight, ready for their early hands, sometimes dazzling them 
into false perception again, but always rewarding their pains. 
If they were fond idealists, if they were visionaries, they were 
also chemists ; and it is as chemists that they deserve the recog¬ 
nition of the w'orld. They worked with water, they worked 
with fire; they digested, boiled, distilled, roasted, burned, smelt¬ 
ed, crystallized, set agoing putrefactions and fermentations; in 
short, they put in operation the same sorts of processes upon the 
same sorts of stuff as oui^ves. ' Following their hereditary and 
antique elemental ideias^ they were" the first discoverers of those 
material principles and ^m)iounds^ which are commonly called 
chemicals. Trying tp scale -the heavens, they began to subdue 
the eai'th> It beeh-lmmark:^; indeed, that those of the 
polypharmacists, regarding whoth there is any information extant, 
seem to have been vastly more taken up with their pharmacolo¬ 
gical preparations than with their panaceal speculation; while 
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the really great Ven among the alchemists, from Roger Bacon 
down even to P^celsus, were the busy students of such chemi¬ 
cal reactions as could then be brought within the reach of the' 
ex\)erimentaiist, and made no personal pretensions to the stone.* 
The Ijypothetical idfca of both these successive schools, namely, 
the transmutation or elevation of the metals and the analogous 
elevation of man's fallen and sickly body into the state of golden 
health, seems at all times to have been a very separable thing 
from the everyday occupations and practical bones of the higher 
order of adepts; although it certainly vitiated their observations 
not a little, and corrupted the phraseology of their works through 
and through, if it did not demoralize uieir intellectual habits in 
some degree. Soon after the insolent, but gallant and impera¬ 
tive protest of Aureolns Theophrastus Bombastcs Paracelsus, 
modestly so self-styled, against the pseudo-aristoteleanism of the 
medical* school of his day, the alchemical theory and the alche¬ 
mical practice of genuine observation in the laboratory fell asun¬ 
der ;—one might say, always uuder censure for a play ujion 
words, that the Arabian particle separated itself by hssiparatiou 
from the good Greek noun, if Greek it be; the oriental A1 took 
itself off, and left chemistry to pursue its own fortunes. The 
ancient eastern element, however, did not at once disappear from 
the earth ; for it retained its devotees, no longer respectable be¬ 
cause behind their age, till the close of last century; and indeed * 
it has them yet, old half-witted men and younger monomaniacs 
not a few ; liappy creatures, ignoring all the results of growing 
science, and catching at the gifts of nature with ineffectual 
hands, like ghosts at a feast! On the other hand, those of the 
sons of the prophets, who at this parting of the ways chose the 
))ath of true chemistry, were men of much diligence and sound 
understandings, and they addicted themselves with zeal to the 
finding out of all sorts of new cliemicals and chemical reactions. 
Van Hclinont had begun life as an alchemist, not in the sinister 
sense of the word; but he ended his career asa chemist of some 
degree of worthine.s.s, although ho will perhaps be better known 
to posterity as the originator of that hypothesis concerning an 
all-pervading cosmical fluid, which has been elaborated in later 
times by Mesmer and Reichenbacb. Libavius, who came upon 
the fuming chloride of tin, Cassias, whose purple precipitate of 
gold is as beautiful and curious as ever, Glauber, whose ‘ won¬ 
derful salt’ is still the friend of horses and horse-doctorS, and the 
sensible though prosy Agricola, deserve remembrance for their 
industry and the n umber of single fects they found out; and it must 
never be forgotten that it was little better than an unmitigated 
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chaos of tilings and thoughts, in the thick of \^ich they had to 
do their poor dayVwork. It should also be observed in their 
praise that, if they were a kind of learned artizans rather than 
men of science, it was particularly in their persons that (what 
Comte not happily calls) the metaphysical* epoch of scientific 
history was reaching towards a higher stage of development, 
namely, toward the positive epochal method, the era of Descartes 
and Bacon, the day of experimental observation and the inducr 
tive syHogism. 

It will be readily understood how, as soon as the mind of 
science Avas withdrawn from aims which were too lofty for its 
reach, and was then unreservedly directed to the positive labouns 
of the laboratory, there would quickly succeed a remarkable ex¬ 
tension of practical or concrete chemistry. The only thing that 
could compensate the emancipated votaries of alchemy for the 
giving up of their great ideal, and thereby appease the craving 
of the soul for greatness of some sort or another, was the rapi(l 
accumulation of a great mass of new' information. Ideal had to 
bo substituted by material wonderfulness, sublimity by size, deptli 
by surface : and it must be confessed even by the lingering dis¬ 
ciples of the alchemical mysticism, if such postumous and un¬ 
dated spirits can turn aside for a moment from their enchanted 
toils, that the number of solid and liquid bodies, curious for 
•tli^ir aspect or for tlieir properties as chemical reagents, acids, 
alkalis, salts, mixts, calxes, precipitates, sublimates, essences, 
oils, butters and spirits, which were brought out of nature at this 
period, was astonishing. It is impossible, indeed, for the most 
positive and the least speculative of the chemists of the present 
day, w^ere it even a Rose among his platinum crucibles or a 
Plattner with his blowpipe, to overvalue the amount of plain, 
honest and sufficient, though merely preliminary, work that was 
done between the apotheosis of alchemy and the ascension of 
the phlogistic chemistry. • 

But that happy, though somewhat meteoric, rise of a new 
science from the shaken ashe^ of the old mystery was not 
long of bemnning; for, in the midst of all the gathering and 
crowding details, wTought out by the post-alchemical crafts¬ 
men, a true chemical principle began to gleam. These in¬ 
dustrious experimentalists began to understand, once for all, 
that the act of the burning of a body, or the process of com¬ 
bustion, as it is now called, is a phenomenon of principal sig¬ 
nificance in chemistry. Perceiving that the interpretation of 
the burning of a piece of wood, or brimstone, or anything else 
that is capable of Ijeing destroyed or changed b}^ fire, would 
yie]/.! the clew to this whole department of inquiry, namely, to 
the half-chaotic mass of the chemical discoveries of the period,, 
tjiey invented a theory, or rather a h;vq>othGsis of the fictitious' 
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sort, capable o\rendering the phenoinenon of fire intelligible to 
the mind, but wt of explaining it in conformity with the now 
known reality of things; and it was that memorable hypothesis 
which constituted or consummated the new movement, and 
fairly consolidated 'the second epoch of chemical development. 

But their doctrine was founded on fact, and it owed all its value 

to the facts it represented. Notwithstanding the fictitlousness 
gf the point of view, on which they ‘ eventually planted them¬ 
selves, they were eminently practical men. They noticed with 
learned eye that the process of colnmen combustion concealed 
one of those central facts, on the elimination of which the pro¬ 
gress of science is ever and anon depending. Obedient to the 
hint of genius, they pro(ieeded to the generalization of the phe¬ 
nomenon throughout all its known particulars and circumstances. 
The metals, with the exception of silver and gold, were changcrl 
into rusts or calxes, resembling chalk or brick-dust or otlior 
coloured earthy bodies, when heated high in exposure to the air 
of the furnace; and this alteration they saw to be, identical w’ith 
what is undergone by brimstone, phosphorus or' any common 
combustible, when it burns with flame. Tin burns with a glow, 
indeed, w'hich is so like ordinary flamo as to have been quite 
adequate to the suggesting of the rest of the secret;—no secret 
now-a-days, of course, since we work in metals that take fire wlu*n 
tlirown on water, and think nothing of burning iron-wire,j'> 
oxygen like a wax-match in the air; but a great affair for the 
early twilight, between the meteors of the alchemical night and 
the coming sun of positive chemistry, in which it was first made. 
It was thus, then, that the whole science, such as it was in the 
first watch of the post-medi®val morning of its now broad day, 
was divided into distinguishable parts: —the study of bodies 
before combustion, and that of the same bodies after that groat 
cosmical process. This division of chemical objects Implied, as 
a matter of course, the study of the act of combustion itself. 
Unburned matter was the thesis, burned matter tlie antithe¬ 
sis, and the process of burnipg tho mesothesis, of the new 
logic of chemistry- The matters were as various as nature cotild 
a&rd; they already knew a l^ge' number of substances, and 
undoubtedly anticipated the acquisition of many more : but the 
process .was one and indivisible., ■ 

Even this dividing of all the species of matter then known into 
these two great classes, the burned .and the unbnmed, was most 
important for the wants of the^ period; and it is now well nndeiv 
stood to have bhen fintfided In truth. In a larger-s^hse, it is as 
true to-day as it was th|an> that all mineral ^ubetances are either 
combustibles or asheshnd in the smaller sense of those grand¬ 
fathers of ours, naVnelyy ’in 'that of every inoi^ktiic matter being 
either a combustible or an atmospheric ash (that is, an oxide) it 
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is stiJI correct, in so* ftr* as the immense ma/rity of natural 
bodies aro concerned. The chemistry of that time was therefore 
brought into intelligible order by the generalization in question; 
and all the tacts, of which its body then consisted, were thereby 
made to revolve round one great phenomenon as their common 
centre, • In short, similar, mings wero put together, in spite of 
their apparent dissimilarity 5'. and dissimilar things were put 
asunder, notwithstanding their superficial resemblances; and 3 
genuine reformation was begiin, all, with a degree of sagacity 
far more than equal to the task in hand. But it has already 
been hinted that those venerable chemists were by no means 
satisfied with the perception and exposition of the analogy that 
subsists between the metallic calxes and the acids, nor yet with 
their new classification of material forms. They advanced, 
without the infirmity of a donbt, to the explication of the pheno¬ 
menon of fire itself, that one and universal agent of their chemi¬ 
cal transformations. Nor was an interpretation, .say rather a 
figment or a hypothesis, far to seek. The fiction, that fire is a 
substantial, thbngh subtile, material element of nature, had been 
promnlgated by Empedocles more than four centuries before the 
coming of Chiist; Immlod down to the polypharmacists, it had 
played but a small figure in their doctrine ; brought to Europe' 
once more, the alcheniLsts had written not a little about it and 
-nlfp iit it, while they had made nothing of it whatever as a theoretic 
centre : but now it was destined to quicken the whole mass of a 
growing chemistry, and to give that unity to all its parts, of 
whicli they stood more in need than ever. In fine, the ancient 
Greek, if not Egj'ptian, matter of fire, the empyrean element of 
the old quaternion, was at length recognised, set apart and con¬ 
secrated by the hierophants of a young European science under 
the classical name and style of Phlogiston ! 

Not to trace the hypothesis embodied in that long-lived word 
with historical accuracy from chemist to chemist, or even from 
time to time of its existence as a scientific power, let us look at 
it as an epochal whole before proceeding to the consideration of 
the positive chemistry of Lavoisier and' hi.s more manly school. 

A lighted candle burns till it is done, giving out flame or matter 
of fire all the while for what reason, nut because a candle is a 
compound ofcandle-matterandphlogiston, because that compound 
is decompounded when it huims, and because phlogiston is thereby 
set free and shews itself in, the flame from the beginning to the 
end of the process?. .Thh ppre dephlogisiicatcd candle-matter i.s 
also liberated, of conrse, little hy Mttio as the taper bums from 
top to socket; that candle-matter turning out to be carbonic 
acid^gas and water, as discovered by, later methods of research : 
so that, according to the phloglsj^u,chemistry, tallow should haV6 
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been tabolal^es n compound of &4 ytith water aiui ^xed air. 
Oountmg tbe mhos of the wick and oil, this was neither more 
nor less than the experiment of the 0reek physiologists after all: 
-—phlogiston or fire, carbonic acid or air, moisture or water, and 
ashes or earth 1 But our canning and well-appointed chemists, 
as has been said above, generalised the idea all oVer the enlarging 
science. A stick of brimstone bums away with a blue dame 
, and a suffocating vapour, and the residue of its combustion is 
‘ tbe sulphurous acid: in the language of the phlogistians, brim¬ 
stone is a compound of two things, sulphurous acid and phlogis¬ 
ton ; and, when it is suffered to burn, it gives ont its phlopstoii 
or dame of fire, and there«retnains its dephlogistieated sulphur, 
or sulphurous acid, in the separated state. Phosphorus contains, 
accorotng to the exploded hypothesis, a white deliquescent acid 
and phlogiston; and that so loosely united as to be kindled or 
decomposed by a little friction, or by a slight elevation of its 
temperature: being burned, it sheds its phlogiston and the phos¬ 
phoric add is reproduced. This school also regarded the metals 
as compound bodies: each metal was supposed to consist of its 
own rust or calx and the all-embracing phlogiston; and, when 
any metal was burnt to a calx in the fire or before the blowpipe, 
it was considered to have given out its fiery principle, and its 
ashes or rust remained. Iron was composed of iron-rust and 
fire,in the scientific theory of those speculators; dephlogisti-wt 
it, that is, burn it to a cinder, and you have the rust. Hence 
some bodies, such as w'ood, coal and especially charcoal, which 
give out much heat and leave apparently little dephlogistieated' 
matter when burnt, were viewed as substances overcharged witli 
phlogiston, and therefore capable of imparting it largely to others, 
j^ow it always was, as it still is^ desirable to transform ores, such 
as the iron-rust in the various iron-stones, into reguline metals, 
such as iron; and it has long been understood that the best way 
of doing so, in ,the majority of common instances, consists in 
mingling those ores with carbon in some form or other and then 
heating them in the furnacea thing but too easily explained 
by the fiction under consideration, for the carbon had only to 
pour its phlogiston into tho ores, and thereby to convert them 
to metallic natures, solid and bright 1 In the substance of silver 
and gold, however, the fire was so compacted and inherent that 
nothing could take it out of them; and thence their fixity in the 
furnace, under all ordinary circumstances: other metals were 
dfphloj^ticated or turned to mei'e calxes, their metallic nature 
quite gbne yrhen heated to redness or melted in the air; but the 
royal pair remained intact under the fiercest trial, and that con¬ 
stituted their royalty then, as it is one of the conditions of their 
value now. £ven when their calxes were stealthily made by 
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precipitation from th^ softitiona of these nobleAnetals, in the 
nitric and the nitro-mariatio acids tespectively ^he strong and 
tho royal waters of a bye-gone terminology), the least elevation 
of temperature, even the action of light lit some ciremnstances, 
or the mere contact of some highly phlogisti<ftited substance, at 
once enabled them to snatch back their appropriate portions of 
phlogiston, and therenpon to become silver and gold again 1 
It might readily liave occurred to an ingenuous student 
those days to inquire into the fortunes of phlogiston, when once 
liberated from a metal or a combustible: for, after the combus¬ 
tion of a piece of phosphorus, for example, the phosphoric acid 
remained and coaid be bottled np as a specimen of one of the 
supposed ingredients of that kind of matter but what came of 
the fiery principle 1 where did the flame go tol was it merely 
seen for a moment and then lost ? could it not be caught and 
kept like the acid ? The opinion of the ancients seems to have 
been that it ascended right to the empyrean, that boundless space of 
pure fire which was supposed to inclose the air as tho air inclosed 
the earth and the water of their universe; but, In the view of the 
phlogistians, it was no sooner liberated from a combustible than 
It passed into combination with the surrounding atmosphere, 
coming forth from the latent state of combination only to be 
devoured by tho air, born only to die again I It could not, 
imjjped, be emancipated from its union with one body unless 
another were ready to take it in without delay: fire was the 
momentaneous glance of phlogiston in its passage from one 
engagement to another; and thence the necessity of air to com¬ 
mon fire, or else of some oUier atmosphere to the process of 
combustion in its more exceptional forms. It was, therefore^ in 
connexion with this way of thinking concerning flame (and 
respiration at a later period) that Priestley, when he discovered 
oxygen, one of the constituents of our mingled atmosphere, sup¬ 
posed it to be air deprived of that phlogtston cvhich flre-places 
and lungs appeared to be continually pouring into it, and he 
called it dephiogisticated air. , 

Among the difficulties which stood in tho way of poor phlo¬ 
giston, there was one which it needed both ingenuity and hardi¬ 
hood to surmount. It bad been early observed (especially by 
Jean Rey, whose nanje deserves honourable mention as the 
unwitting herald of X/avoisier) that certain metals weie heavier 
after than before calcification: ten grains or ounces of load 
weighed more than ten after having been burned to a calx; 
whereas they ought to have weighed less, if phlogiston Were 
really a material subs^nce. lieaa, supposed a compound body, 
gavq off one of its ingredients, phlogiston, becoming thereby the 
mere calx of lead; and yet that calx was heavier than the 
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original load. 'Whereupon the friends of phlogiston discovered 
that' it was tiie one e;xccptional substance, and possessed of the 
unique property of positive levily; so that what body soever it 
entered into union with, such as load-calx, straightway became 
lighter than it was ‘before such addition to its siAstance! Air 
and smpke had formerly been supposed to bo positively light, 
until Tondcolli shewed that they rise, not because of their jjreater 
levity, but on account of their less density; and it is curious to 
consider that the popular mind, as well as the young or h.alf- 
taught individual intellect, resembles the earlier historic spirit 
in mis particular, and is invariably prone to the conception of 
cold, darkness, and other undeniable privatives or minors, as 
positive things. It is easy to smile at such mistakes now-a-days, 
with all those accumulated advantages to which the present age 
has been promoted by the labours of the very men who made 
them; but it is difficult to realize the position and the attitude 
of their minds. To do the former requires ouly a little infor¬ 
mation and flippancy; while the latter demands knowledge, 
reverence and imagination. It would be as ridiculous as it is 
impossible, of course, for tlie investigators of the nineteenth 
century to go back to the ways of thiiudng (not to mention the 
opinions and attainments) in science of the medlseval or the 
transitional period : but it were desirable to study the circum- 
’ stances and the psychological direction of the times, togeth-. 
with the particular misconceptions and hypotheses which pre¬ 
vailed in them; for it is probable, if not certain, that similar 
en’ors, both in method and in matter, predominate in those de¬ 
partments of our own scionce, which have not yot lifted them¬ 
selves entirely out of the limbo of fiction. 

This singular evasion of the question of weight, frank and 
ready as it was, only introduced another perplexity; but the 
good old chemists w'ere equal to the new emergency. If the 
calx of lead, or oJ any other metal, became lighter in common 
balancc-wcigbt by combining with phlogiston, that subject of 
a positive levity, how was it that it also became specifically 
heavier? The calx was a comparatively light sort of stone; the 
lead, into >y1uc1i it was converted by union with light phlogiston, 
was a cora])aratively heavy metal; a cubic inch oi the metal was 
twice as heavy as an inch of the stone. If the particles of an 
ounce of calx had buoys of fire attached to them, so as at once 
to change them into particles of lead and to make them lighter 
in the aggregate, how should such enlarged and lightened par¬ 
ticles mxrauce a metal of so much greater a specific gravity than 
the tmpblogisticated rust! But there lay the secret: these 
phl<^sticated particles of calx were not enlarged, they were 
only lightened; the fiery particles were not stuck on the calx 
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ones like so many vesicles; they penetrated tht^i, as a sword 
goes into a scabbard, and then constringed or compressed them, 
as the earth draws the atmosphere tight about it, so that a 
greater number of the fire-pierced calcareous ^particles, thereby 
rendered metallic, packed into the same space, and therefore the 
metal was specifically heavier, though absolutely lighter, than 
the cals: from which it was made! 

How catholic, elastic and satisfactory tliis venerable hypothesis* 
must have been I It was all wrong, indeed, as a substantive doc¬ 
trine. In one particular, it was a sort of reverse of the truth. 
It is not the calxes and acids that are simple; it is not the 
cumbustiblus and metals that arc compound: it is exactly the 
rovorso. Sulphrir, phosphorus, carbon and the combustibles, 
on one hand, with lead, iron and the metals on the other, aro 
elementary ; the respective acids and calxes of these principles 
are the compounds. The phlogistians may therefore be said to 
have perceived tHo relation subsisting between these two classes 
of bodies upside-down, like the figures in a Camera Obscura; 
and surely their chamber was obscure enough, all honour to the 
light they managed to cast into it from the depths of their own 
minds. The images of things are painted on the nervous recoiv- 
ing-sheot inside the eyeball in the same fashion, namely, in the 
inverted position; but there is some cunning principle of rocti- 
tVuiJIijon, whether in or beyond the retina, whereby those images 
arc put on their feut again before presentation to the pcrceprion 
of the indwelling mind. Now tliis correcting power W'as wanting 
in the intellectual organ of the i)hlogistic schoolmen ; their in¬ 
terior eye had probably not been sufiicicntly educated to the 
imsophistirated perception of outward tiTith by the cruel ex- 
})orience of their predecessors; and they consequently suffered 
that we might Icaru, not only to look exclusively at nature, but 
also to see things as they are. Their cogitative energy was still, 
in fact, gi'oater than their perceptive capacity^ as had been 
more and more sif^aily tbe case with their throe races of prede¬ 
cessors, the alchemists, the polyphasmacists, and the physiological 
school of tho ancient Greek movement in philosophy. Nobody 
who knows anything of Beecher and Stahl, for example, can 
doubt that they ^yero the equals of Lavoisier and Dalton in all 
intellectual respects, excepting that Christian virtue of sacrificing 
the intellect itself on the altar of observation, while they w'cre 
certainly their superiors in extent of culture and in aspiration. 
Assuredly this phlogiston of theirs was nothing but an Idolnm 
Specus, a figure ewt upon the imagination from the phosphor¬ 
escent walls of that cawaruous part of the histoiy of chemistry 
which they were traversing, but it wets an image woithy of ad¬ 
miration and reverence. As to the generic idea of it, erroneous 


though it was md is, it is extant in the science yet; for it is im- 
, possible to see vmerein that of Caloric differs from it as a sdien- 
tific conception, although elaborated with immensely greater 
precision, except that caloric is the matter of heat while phlo- 
.|^ton was the matter of fire. Both phlogiston and caloric ai:o 
substances which have no existence whatever in the external 
wQrld; they have both been the convenient, though fictitious 
’representatives of natural realiti^, and they have both been 
eminently useful in standing for certain phenomena in their 
several days; but the latter creature of the materializing ten¬ 
dency of unripe science is not a whit better in essence than the 
former. Then as for the application of the phlogistic dogma to 
the details of chemistry, that was certainly wide of the mark, 
yet it glanced bye the met of the case in a remarkable manner: 
the doctrine was little short of being the half of the actual truth. 
It kept the calxes together, and the known acids too, as all so 
many analogons; so that, when Lavoisier arrived and discovered 
the composition of the mercurial calx, the remainder of his task 
was done to his hand, and all the other rusts and acids followed 
the oxide of quicksilver by a natural and easy consequence. 
Moreover, when Davy came on the scene, the classification of 
our phlogistians, as extended and enhanced by the great disco¬ 
very grafted on it by the French chemistry, pointed not doubt¬ 
fully to the alkalis and earths as being probably nothing but Vl.o 
rusts or oxides of metals difficult of separation from their ores; 
vvhereupon, with the help of electrolj^sis, he made the brilliant 
discovery of potassium and the other easily combustible metals. 
To sum up the whole matter, this phlogiston prepared the way 
for the balance, just as the balance heralded the Daltonian 
arithmetic of chemistry: it had done the gigantic task of put¬ 
ting the enormous huddle of known facts into order; and there 
they stood, awaiting the renovated eye of science in the person 
of Lavoisier. 
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It also served as a centre of coherence for the thoughts and 
new attempts of a race of splendid thinkers and industrious 
workmen, from Stahl down to Cavendish. But for phlogiston, 
less than half-truth though it was, the science of these clear¬ 
headed and adventurous men would have been but a crude heap, 
instead of an intimate and seemly combination of details; a 
mingling of all sorts of observations, not a melting of them into 
one substance; a clumsy puddingstone, or at best a somewhat 
confused, granite, not a clear and many-crystalled quartz; a 
chaos of the senses, and not a creation of the mind. A great 
balf-trnth will be found at the core of the Lavoisierian, at the 
heart of the Paltonian, chemistries too; for man, at least consi¬ 
dered as chemist, is destined to advance by a succession of 
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oblique steps, forward yet^evcr somewhat aside, ^^r many a time 
to come; and the sooner lie becomes aware"^of tlie fact tlie 
better. Not till then, at all events, shall he be able to show 
forth a childlike faitli in the past, a manly contentment with the 
present, and a ripened trust in the future of* science and of all 
generous endeavour. Not till then will he feel the succeeding 
mons of his vast existence, in every part of history, to be the 
onflowing of one river, the growing of one tree of life, or tliq 
rising as of one human being from infancy to age. The last of 
these is the truest image, in fact, that could be used. The play¬ 
ful and a])]jarenfcly successless childhood of chemistry may be 
said to have passed among those young-souled Greeks, from 
whom phlogiston came down: they asked sucli ])rofound ques¬ 
tions at Nature tliat they could not understand her motlierly 
responses, yet the very putting of those questions foreshadowed 
the whole history of the science. Its busy but little-doing boy- 
liootl was spent in the East, under caliphs and physicians, whose 
very names are fragrant with I’omance ; its ardent and imagina¬ 
tive pubescence, in the unbroken Christendom of the middle 
ages, amid the hum of scholasticism and under the shadow of 
Gothic architecture: and we have just seen something of its 
sturdy youth of somewhat positive effort during the rfiign of 
phlogiston. The fifth of its ages, that of victorious and self- 
ff"iV/3dcnt manhood, now offers itself to the attention of the his¬ 
torical student: but it will bo a relief to the strain of chemical 
discussion, to put in a few words about the men whose names 
arc associated witli the memory of the matter of fire, before pro¬ 
ceeding to that still more remarkable epoch. 

If phlogiston was not formally enunciated, or invented and 
applied in all its breadth, it was at all events announced in an 
intcHigiblc manner by Joachim Beecher; a man of an eccentric 
and keen spirit, a scholar of liberal cultivation, and a wanderer 
upon the face of the earth. Little that is certain can be said 
about the particulars of his outward life. He was born at Spire 
in 1035, was cliief doctor to the Electors of Mayence and 
Bavaria in succession, and subsequently the object of a \Yorld of 
persecution, although under the auspices of the Emperor. One 
cannot know how much or how little he may have drawn the 
enmity of his contemporaries upon him by defiance and way¬ 
wardness; and it is certainly interesting to observe how fre¬ 
quently the Galileos, Iveplers and Ilalinenianiis of scientific 
history have been much to blame for the harsh entertainment 
they have received at the hands oT a world, that is as impatient 
of disdain as it is pli^cablc by submission. It is not easy to 
avoid the suspicion that he must have been but ‘ a discomfort¬ 
able cousin' at the best, and perhaps he drew untohl comfort 
jVOL. XVin. NO. XXXV. D 
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and pelf-reliandi from the fact. Be t^at as it may, he was pur¬ 
sued with the uvniost rigour of both the civil and the lynch law 
of his day, and had to betake himself to flight and ox])atnation. 
lie fled first to Holland and afterwards to England, but both 
his travels in exile' and his latter end are now lost in obscurity. 
Dumas avers that the envy of courtiers, and the persecution he 
everv ^vhere brought on himself by his intolerable vanity, made 
]]im tho most wretched of men; but even inordinate self-asser¬ 
tion, still more that over-valiant self-trust which Is easily mis¬ 
taken by the vain for tho insolence of pride, is not without its 
secret joy, with which no stranger can intermeddle. It is there¬ 
fore not inconceivable thougli surprising that, notwithstanding 
his erratic and peaceless career, he wrote largely on theology, 
]>olitics, history, philolog 3 ", mathematics and chemistry. In 
one of his chemical jiicces, he describes an excellent portable 
furnace, full of little contrivances, and handy enough in its way; 
am! it .is to ho inferred that there was a practical turn in the 
midst of his multifarious speculative tendencies. He was even 
more fiercely anti-scholastic than his turbulent predecessor, the 
raging l^iracclsiis himself. Standing out for the rights of ex¬ 
periment, he rejected the four elouicnts, us well as tlic quint¬ 
essence', fifth clement or first matter of the latei' alchemists; but 
he did so only to promulgate four elements of lus own, uauioly, 
fire, the earthy principle, the combustible element and ^+1' ' 
metallic one. I'lie foundation of his chemical eloctrine, in fact, 
was just a classification of material substances into fiery or iin- 
j)omlerai)lo bodies, earths, combustibles and metals. The latter 
two kinds of ij;atter being subsequently understood to bo ana¬ 
logous in so far as combustibility is concerned, this division was 
still fui’ther simplified. Fire was then the first kind of sul)- 
staucc ; earths, calxes and acids were the second; and combus¬ 
tibles. including both the metals and tho common acIJ-yIckling 
combustibles, siach as brimstone and phosjdiorus, formed the 
tliird : fire, tho products of combustion, and comlmstlblcs even¬ 
tually constituting the logical triad of that chemistry which 
arose out of the protest and new classification of this singular 
reformer; and it is needless to shew how true and invaluable all 
this was, always deducting the materialization of fire—a thing 
with which, by the way, the science of this age should kindly 
sympathize, for it still abounds in materializations of tho same 
sort. His great work was, let us rather say is, tho Physica 
Subterranea, of which only one part remains. It is dedicated to 
the Almighty Compounder in a queer, familiar yet striking style, 
leaving the sympathetic reader in doubt,as to whether it is m- 

i )ions, or merely inipzoMs, or actually though fantastically pious, 
-t is true, to be sure, that Van Helmont inscribed his works to 
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Johovah in a strain, whtch is as devout as it.’is foreijrn to the 
taste, if not to the spirit, of the present day. It were 'a beroin- 
Ing consecration, indeed, to put upon every grave jtroduction : 
bnt It ought to be written all over tlie book, and not only at the 
beginning or the end; and it should surely be done in in^•isible 
ami sympathetic lines, so that only the warm and understanding 
heart of the reader should bo able to bring them out on the un¬ 
ostentatious jiagc, and that for no eye but his own. , 

George Jiriiest Stahl, the elaboratoi' of the pltlogistic hypo¬ 
thesis, was inspired with his thought by the works of this uneasy 
Beecher. He adored the Physica Subterranea more especially. 
ITe calls it Opus sine Paru, a work without a peer, Primiun ac 
Princcj)s, first and foremost, Libor undiqtie et midiqne Primus, a 
book everywhere and everywhere supreme—and so forth. Pan-)! 
at A'nspach in IGGO, twenty-five years after his master or intel¬ 
lectual sire, he was a physician, and a first-physician to dukes 
and kings, in Saxe-^Peimar and at Berlin, till he died in 17o4. 
Ills medical as well as his ehenncal works aj)pro\e him a man 
of deep and wide views, or attempts to understaml those parts of 
nature to which he belonged ; and it is well known that ho is an 
Important figure in the history of Kuropean medicine, while liie 
llomceopatlusts of this contentious time of transition claiifl him as 


one of the forerunners or outriders of their hierophant. He was 
'.rn a metliodologist, and there lay his strength. Ilis extensive 
information, gathered from many quarters, grew easily ijito a 
%system within his mind. By nature and by cultivation he was 
an nm-cstralnahle systom-huildcr; and, ha])pily, his mctluKl, or 
lu'iiiciple (d' niiily, was a good one for his sort of studies, espe¬ 
cially for the chemistry of that day, which lay waiting for reclnc- 
■ tiou to order after its agitation by the rough-liamled'Joacliiin of 
Spire. There was the particnlar woi'k to do, here was the very 
man to do it; and it was done. Under the influence of ])oor 
Paracelsus, as well as of his more immediate exemplar, he was 
an experimentalist as well as a dogmatist, an advocate for expe¬ 
rience as well as for thought, a man of facts as well as of ideas. 
In short, the theory of chemistry, which has just been explainctl 
at .some length, was mainly the result of hi.s observative medita¬ 
tion ; and it is unnecessary to add anything to that ex]ilanalion, 
until the mo\ement against it under the conduct of Lavoisier 
comes to be considered. 


If Beecher was odd as well as original in his way of thinking, 
Stahl was certainly original as well as odd in his way of writing. 
His style is the strangc.st motley. It is half Latin and lialf Ger¬ 
man. This cannot have been owing to ignorance, for he was a 
learned man, and had more than enough Latin for his pur[)Osc's, 
Neither is it to be rashly attributed to iiicloleiico or carelessness, 
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for he was an h’dustrious and painstaking chemist and physi¬ 
cian. Certes, neither ignorance nor laziness were amongst his 
defects. Can it have been the sheer wilfulness of a Titanic and 
intellectually licentious spirit, like that of his elephantine and 
sportive countryman Bichter in later times? Was there any 
inward necessity, of a personal and psychological kind, for this 
fantastic coat of many colours, in which he could not but invest 
his new thoughts, as seems to be the case of our own Carlyle ? 
Or may it not have been a determined will to introduce, to the 
extent that he could, the writing of scientific works in the ver¬ 
nacular speech ? Let our admiration and gratitude prevail with 
us to suppose the last of these is the true explanation of this 
ludicrous characteristic of his, for in that case lie would have 
one claim more on our regard; a claim which should liave pecu¬ 
liar force in a popular dissertation like this, for it is clear that 
science could never liave been discussed before the unprofes¬ 
sional reader, until good German and EJnglish had been substi¬ 
tuted ill our books for bad Latin. Since, then, Doctor Stahl 
may really be considered as one of the tutelary geniuses of 
scientific literature, the concluding words of his five folios on 
the Foundations of Chemistry cannot be without some interest in 
tlie ])rc^cnt connexion. It is impossible to exhibit the grotesque 
eftect of the mixture of Latin and German, with a sprinkling of 
Greek, in a translation ; but the impatient etceteras are faith¬ 
fully taken from the text, and they will convey some impression 
of the glorious absurdity of the original. The recipe of the folio* 
is this—three pai’ts of good Dog-latin, two of German, one of 
Etceteras, and a dash of new Greek, to say nothing particular 
about a pinch of Arabic. 

^ As for tljc use of these things, both for science (that is, the 
excessive delectation and the cultivation of the mind,) and for 
purposes which arc physical, economical, civil, &c., ull tliat has 
been said is worUiy, &c.:—[ advise my noble readers to rumin¬ 
ate over what has been said, &c. But I warn them altogether 
against those meteoric studies, and vain promisings, ojiinions, 
speculations, for fear their mind should ruin their -conscience, 
fame, time, faculty, &c. Wherefore I warn them away fi’oni 
that vulgarly so-called alchemy and its foolish hopes, for it were 
surely absurd to hope that God would make a man rich because 
he has made him wise: and as for doing good witli it, that is 
mere knavery to bo spit upon. Our Lord God wishes to have 
the poor and the rich together, although he could soon make us 
all rich. 'Morrhosius, in his epistle concerning transmutation, 
which is certainly worth reading, for it jcontains some excel¬ 
lent things, tells how Kelly the Englishman got a certain tinc¬ 
ture in a wonderful manner, namely, on condition he should 
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dower poor virgins with it; but while he toyed with it, and 
wished to see if he really knew the craft of the thing, lie actu¬ 
ally wasted it all in trials; and there happened to him one of 
those fates, whereof we have no examples nuw-a-days: wherein 
is to be seen how their own inconsiderate nature and perversity, 
especially in youths can bring men to ruin, ^^"ell, truly,^ docs 
God ever deal with us, even while the divine goodness denies us 
smiles in drder to award us wrath, Sre/ So ends the raiidrf*- 
menta Chymiae, and so the world takes its last farewell of 
alchemy, with the wTath of heaven and an &c.! 

\ 

In addition to these two patriarchs of the science, it was under 
the illumination and guidance of this Pillar of Fire that there 
lived, laboured, and prevailed some of the finest spirits that 
ever devoted their talents to the work of chomislry. Amongst 
others, whom the particular limitations and the general scojie of 
this short review render it undesirable even to name, there were 
Scheele of Sweden, Priestley and Cavendish of England, Black 
and Watt of Scotland, as well as the great Frenchman, Lavoisier 
himself, at the commencement of his career. I'o say jiotliing of 
the modest and secluded Scbeclo’s discoveiy of new solid and 
liquid bodies of eveiy kind, it was these men who began and 
can'ied forward that pneumatic chemistry, or chemistry of the 
"glihcs, which has done so much for the arts of life, wdiich has 
also been incidental to the transformation of the science, and 
into which it is now necessary to look, both because it arose 
among the phlogistians, and because it led to that memorable 
expansion of modei’n chemistry about to be described as tlic 
epoch oi Eavoisier. 

It was long till the vital air was clearly understood to bo a 
substance essentially similar to the earth and the sea; and there 
is little wonder that it should not, it is so thin, transparent, 
evanescent, invisible and mysterious. Tlie result of tlie earliest 
tliouglits of mankind on the subject, in so far as these arc em' 
bodied in the young languages of the world, seems always to 
imply some supposed analogy between tlie impalpable breath of 
the physical heavens and the inscrutable spirit of God himself 
The winds were TEolian powers, or rather potentates, passing 
through the omnipresent sea of life, no^v rushing with demoniacal 
hurry athwart the scene, and now gently stirring it like the 
breath of angels. The very word Spirit, in Hebrew, Greek 
and Latin, is significant of breath. It appears that the force of 
inspiration, or the coming of god or demon into an ecstatic per¬ 
son, is expressed by the word Wareem, the wdnds, in Hinclo- 
stan*; and the very name cannot but remind one of the divine 
Aura of the ancient Koinans, the sacred breeze of poetic or pro- 
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plietic rapture. \Jjet facts of this sort- he. the indications, eitlior 
that the mind of man in liistory has ascended step by step from 
material towards spiritual conceptions; or, contrariwise, that ho 
has come down fropi a primeval Hie of ideas into that of nature 
'anjS the senses, until ho has lost the idea in the symbol, and 
' thereby become materialized: there is one .conclusion that re¬ 
mains the same in cither case, namely, that it was only in com-" 
' paratively modern times that the truly crass and unreservedly 
material nature even of atmospheric air, not to mention the 
other (long unknown) gases, was plainly recognised. Nor has 
that serial ocean, in which we are submerged, ceased to,be the 
inalienable symbol of whatever is spiritual and divine, even now 
that we know all about it. It is still the appropriate type for tlio 
inflowing of the Catholic spirit into the private soul ol' the saint, 
although its soft and secret substance has been weighed in the 
balance, solidified in many a tangible compound, and made out 
of stones by the band of art. Notwithstanding all our exj)eri- 
ments, fixations and recoveries, it is just as beautiful, as mysteri¬ 
ous, and as necessary to life as ever; for science does not destroy 
the poetical or the sjjiritual significancy of nature at all, it only 
removes it to a greater depth. ‘ Thou canst not tell whence it 
eonieth, nor whither it goeth.’ 

Galileo was the first to form something like aright conception 
of the ponderous character of the atmosphere. It had been fouffTt^ 
during tlie erection of certain public works by the tlien reigning 
Grand-duke of Tuscany, that water could not be drawn up a ))umj> 
any kigher than some two-and-thirtyfeet. The ))iston having been 
raised towai-d the uj)per end of a tall piunp, the water followe*.! 
with due fidelity so far, but it would not budge boyoud a certain 
height. The schoolmen of that day had fbunU an easy explana¬ 
tion of the rise of water in pumps, when the pistons are drawn 
up, in tlie famous proposition, or rather figure of speech, that 
Nature abhors a‘void:—the air-tight piston being elevated, an 
empty space is left between the surface of the water and the 
piston, and therefore the water'goes up to fill it, without a sen¬ 
sible instant of delay. But they had now to mend their maxim, 
because it appeared that Nature did not unreservedly and im¬ 
placably abhor a void after all; inasmuch as even water, the 
very type of mobility and obedience, w’oulcl not follow tlie pis¬ 
ton an inch above its own particular point of choice:—and they 
wei’e thereby driven from the inefiectual, but not unj^oetical, 
mysticisnt.-bf their fathers to something like sophistication, for 
they were l^in to assert that she abhors it only to the height of 
ten yards or so I It is never the originators of a groat but useful 
scientific error, nor yet its true and industrious believers, btft its 
indolent perpetuators who will not move to the music of the new 
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fact and the new time, foiat ai'e ridiculous, shifty, ambiguous 
and not respectable. 

The case was now put to thd discoverer of the satellites of 
Jupiter, and he seems to have seen into the secret at once* Ic 
was reserved, however, for his pupil Torrice/Ii to establish’ and:*/ 
work out his ready conjecture. The celebrated Pascal repeated, 
verified and extended Torricelli's experiments. The trutli of the 
thing, in brief, was and is just this :—air, though comparatively 
light, is positively heavy, having ja weight of its own, Tli'e 
experiments of these men showed that a square inch of it, carried 
up from the surface of the earth to the top of the atmosphere, is 
no less than 15 lbs. in weight. It is this weight of the atmosphere, 
15 lbs. on ever}'square inch, that pushes water into the void left 
by the updrawii piston of a pump ; and there is, of course, a 
limit beyond wliich it cannot push the water, namely, the ]>oint 
of height at which the column of water in the pump-tubo is 
exactly balanced by tlie weight of the atmosphere. It is just a 
question of balance; 15 lbs. can support only 15 lbs.,—a tbing 
wliich evei’y body understands now-a-days, thanks to Galileo, 
Torricelli and Blaise Pascal, the seer, the discoverer and the 
vci'ifier of the fact. 

In the time of Van llelmont, who flourished at the beginning 
of the seventeenth century, the workmen in certain German 
were molested, just as our colliers still are, by poisonoub 
choke-damp and explosive fire-damp; that is to say, (for the 
words were German, though only too easily domesticated in Eug- 
liiii(l), by suffocating and by fiery va))onrs, the former of \rfiich 
put out life silently but summarily, uliile the latter might blow 
its unfortunate victims to pieces. In sarcastic jdayfuJness with 
the ]>opulur superstition regarding these guardians of the mineral 
treasures of the old earth, that singular man imposed u]>on tlicui 
the name of ghosts or gases; but it must be confessed that he 
knew little or nothing jtositive about them. Beyle was jjrobabiy 
the fii'st to suspect that some solid bodies do in certain circum¬ 
stances, when they arc heated for instance, throw off artificial 
airs, resembling the common atmospheric gas in thinness anti 
in elasticity, as well as in dryness and permanency, but differ¬ 
ing from it he could not well tell how. It is related of Hoffinau 
that he got himself into much trouble with the ecclesiastics of 
his place and time, who embittered his latter days not a little on 
account of his physical criticisms, by averring that the sjnrits, 
by whom certain foolish students, addicted to midnight magical 
incantations over ebaufers glowing wiihiu chalk-drawji circles 
and pentagrams, had Jaecn seduced, frightened, floored, otherwise 
maltreated, and hartffy suffered to escape with their beggarly 
lives, were undoubtedly evil spirits or caco-demons, as they bad 
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been pronounced by a respectable bench of theological judges,— 
but the spirit of avarice to begin with, and the spirit of charcoal 
to carry on the process! 

^ It was young Black, IrewyYrr^ the greatest'chemist Scotland 

S reduced, anJ the discoverer of that fact of latent heat 
Watt has embodied in the steam-engine, that 
•feaat' y^l*^olg cxfai 3 Piicad--iBt 8 p^^ discovered 

that limestone (or chalk or marble or oyster-shell,) when burned 
in the kiln and thereby rendered quick, parts with a kind of air 
in which no animal can breathe and live; and also that it is 
owing to its setting free this air or gas that the change from 
inactive limestone to caustic quicklime is duo. He called it 
fixed air, imprisoned in the rock till the furnace or oil of vitriol 
or the spirit of salt extricated it from its fixture, lie perceived 
and proved that this fixed air was neither more nor loss than of 
the nature of an acid, but existing, alone of all acids, in the airy 
or gaseous state; not in the liquid or solid one, as was common 
and world-like. Thus was the fertile conception that there may 
exist many different kinds of airy matter, just as there are many 
kinds of solid and liquid substances, differing as much from the 
gas of the atmosphere as the vitriolic oil or the fuming liquor of 
Libavius or the essence of turpentine differs from the water of 
the ocean, or as marble differs from sandstone and sandstone 
from alabaster, fairly inaugurated. It was a magnificent 
covery, and it was made at Edinburgh almost within the memory 
of its present inhabitants. The late venerable Lord Glenlee, 
whoC had been the companion of Black, Hutton, Robei’tson, 
Adam Smith and all the intellectual magnates of old Edinburgh, 
once described to us the sensatioii it excited amongst the learned 
of that critical city; and it must stiU'be avowed that it is the 
greatest discovery in natural science- that has ever been made 
there. We also remember a conversation with Doctor Chalmers, 
who retained his'genorous love of science to the last, concerning 
this chemistry of the gase,s. Flinging himself back into the last 
century, after having condesccKded on the latest improvements 
in organic analysis, he exclaimed,—‘ Yes, it is all very beautiful; 
but think of Black catching fixed air, and discerning it to be 
an acid, at a time when nobody thought of such things: that 
was the great stroke; it was a very great thing to do.’ Yes, be 
the oratbris judgment re-echoed now, for it is the first step that 
is ever the heroic step. It has to be taken in the dark, it has to 
be taken alone, it can be taken only by a man who is capable of 
taking all the past along with him, and it cannot be taken by 
him on whom the bounded present ha^ab^dy crystallized, 
changing him to a pillar of salt. * 

Soon after this initiative had been ^ken by Joseph Black, 
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Priestley invented an easy way of collecting and handling gaseons 
bodies, the pneumatic trough with its jars, and actually came 
upon some nine kinds of gas (all diflFering from ordinary air and 
from one another) in the course of a few busy and even stormy 
years,—for poor Priestley was as restless a controversialist in 
theology and philosophy as ever Beecher or any of the alchemists 
had been, and Jiad to undergo a world of trouble in connexion 
with his disputatious career. Scheele had meanwhile been 
making conquests of the same sort in an obscure Swedish towm, 
witli no apparatus but phials and bladders, and had added two 
or three more to the list of new gases. All Kuro^ie followed 
these sagacious leaders, Cavendish the discoverer of hydrogen, 
Watt who fii’st suspected water to be composed of two gases, 
Rutherfiird the discoverer of nitrogen, Lavoisier the interpreter 
though not the first discoverer of oxygen, and the rest; until 
everybody has at length become aware that gases are just the 
steams of liquids which boil at immensely low points of tempera¬ 
ture, these liquids being the liquefactions of solid bodies which 
melt at tempei*atures lower still, and that therefore there may be 
no end to the number of the kinds of gaseous matter, precisely 
as there is no known limit to the vast variety of liquids and 
solids. One species, or rather a variable mixture of two or 
three, composed of carbon and hydrogen, is made in the outskirts 
of nearly every town now-a-days in enormous quantities, and 
then scut away from a huge Priestleyan trough and jar, as from 
a heart, to circulate through a S 3 ’stem of metallic arteries for tlie 
purpose of lighting the houses of the rich, the chambers of the 
])oor and the hulls of the public, the incredulity of Walter Scott 
notwithstaiidiijg, Hoffman’s spirit of charcoal, the fixed air of 
Black, the carbonic acid of the present nomenclature, is studi¬ 
ously crushed into bottles of soda-water by stout machinery, to 
be quaffed by the luxurious and the ailing before it has time to 
fly awa}'. Our cottons and linens are bleatthcd by chlorine. 
Groat balloons are filled with the phlogisticated air or hj'drogen 
of Cavendish, the lightest of cerporeal bodies, to cany men of 
science and fools with singular impartiality. Oxygen and hy~ 
drogeu are separated from chemical union with one another in 
water, suffered to remain mechanically mingled, and then made 
to unite again .by combustion at the nozzle of the oxy-hydrogen 
blow-pipe, so as to produce a number of useful and beautiful 
results. The arsenic that may lurk about the putrid remains of 
a dead and buried man is transformed by an easy process into 
arseniuretted hydrogen gas, so as by its decomposition to bring 
the metal that laidj^m low before the eye of a jury. The spirit 
of hartshorn is no^ understood to be but a compound of nitrogen 
and hydrogen, called .ammonia, absorbed and probably in com- 
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Jbination with water; while the old spirit of salt, or muriatic 
acid, is just an aqueous solution of hydrochloric gas: and the 
knowledge of these things is daily made ure of m the manufac¬ 
ture of those indispensable liquors. The niUxjgen is seduced into 
something like an unwilling chemical union with the okygen of 
the atmosphere, by a device borrowed from nature, so as to yield 
the nitrate of lime, the nitrate of potassu or saltpetroj the niti’ate 
of. soda, and (by a secondary process) the nitric acid or nitrate of 
w'ater itself^ tiiat invaluable oxydant and solvent of the metallur¬ 
gist and the chemist. Hydrogen, oxygen, nitrogen and chlorine, 
the four gaseous elements now known, (to say nothing of fluorine, 
which is doubtless destined to be proved a true gas) and a great 
number of gaseous compounds of these simple airs with one an- 
other, and with both liquid and solid kinds of matter, are not 
only daily prepared with certainty and precision, but hourly 
transferred from combination to combination, in tlie operations 
of the manufactory and the laboratory. In fact, there is no end 
to the applications of this pneumatic chemistiy, whicli took its 
rise within the (old) college of Edinburgh from the mind of a 
student of medicine, who had been faithfully brought up in the 
Stahliaii creed by Dr. Cullen, at once his ])receptor and his 
disciple. The chemistry of the gases, in truth, is one of several 
achievements which unite to throw something like an imaginative 
lustre around those crowds of nomadic young men, who yearly* 
congregate in the metropolis of Scotland for the study of })hysic. 
Within the indefinite circumstances and the questionable api)ear- 
ance of the student of any cun'ent session, there may be working 
and striving towards effective utterance some concej^tion, which 
will one day raise lilm to the coinuanioiisbip of the accomplislied 
and much-accomplishing, though mild,, retiring and delicate 
Joseph Black, who lived as fine a life of science as was ever lived, 
and died with a cup of milk unspilt in his hand. 

But neither the multifarious applications of the pneumatic 
chemistry, nor yet the light it threw on a multitude of natural 
operations, was its greatest result. Its relation to the growth of 
the science was still more important than these things. It was 
nothing less than a critical momentum in the history of chemistry 
at large. It rendered the existing theory painfully too narrow; 
the phlogistic hypothesis and classification could not stretch to 
its demands; the tree began to burst its bark. That admirable 
phantom phlogiston could not contain, keep in order, and govern 
all those new discoveries. It was no longer sufficient for its 
historical purpose"; Chemistry was growing too great for its 
antiquated rule. The very discoveries, which would never have 
been made but for phlogiston, were turning against it almost, as 
soon as they w'ere made. As is ever the case, his own progeny 
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rose up to devour this Saturn; Ins pwn dogs wheeled round on 
tins Actaeon to rend him: and .the memory of Thales and all 
the Greeks, was now to bo done to death for more than age. 
But the old fellow stood gallantly at nay: ^and it is notorious 
that the very men, whoso discoveries brought alt this tendency to 
mutiny and revolution about, stood by the falling order of things 
to the last. Neltlicr Cavendish nor Priestley ever abaii* 
dotted the mattejj of fire. True to Empedocles and Stahl, tliiyy 
persisted in conceiving of hydrogen as phlogisticated and of 

oxygen as dophlogisticatcd airs respectively, even after the pon¬ 
derable constitution of water liad oeeu suggested by Watt, chs- 
covered by Cavendiah himself, and completely interpreted by 
Lavoisier. Cavendish, indeed, gave over chemical investigation 
in disgust, and betook himself to electricity, as soon as it became 
clear that the new theory of chemistry had won the day. The 
restless and hasty, but inventive and generous Priestley in his 
old age took refuge from Ins enemies in America; and j)ersevered 
In the writing of long querulous letters to the Academy at Paris 
al)ont phlogiston, after it had been taken up by the roots with 
universal acclamation and consigned to the Ilortus Siccus of 
liistory. Old doctrines and beliefs are the true mandrakes, 
many-rooted in the long-trodden soil; and they utter their cries 
of pain when they are torn up, like those living plants of old 
'ami fabulous renown. Alas, the superlative dilticuUy, and that 
not only the intellectual, but even more especially the moral 
difficulty of loosening the mind from the tirm-secniing coast 
of ju'escriptive and contemporary theory, and of thereupon 
tempting the untried deep where no credible land appears to rise, 
has never been Iniiulled with love and justiee, wliether by poets 
or historians. More coininonly the apostle of the new insults 
over the senility of the prophet of the old idea:—and yet the 
New Testament might surely have taught Christendom how to 
think, feel and speak about every foregoing dispensation. On 
the other hand, the pain with which an industrious man, whoso 
nature it is to love the past, to rfcvere its great names, to delight 
iti its excellent construction, to cling to its established ways, to 
take a paternal pride in his own contributions to its citizenship, 
and, in fine, to embrace it with all the arms of his soul, must 
feel the island-home of his thoughts, and hopes begin to move 
under hU tread as if it were no island, can be altogether under¬ 
stood only by the high-heai'ted and adventurous mariner, wlio 
has pitched his tent on some pleasant, but volcanic and tempo¬ 
rary margent the day before its going down again to the deep. 
To bring this sad reflection to a merry end, however, it must 
alsrt be confessed that there is'a lazy conservative spirit which is 
as ridiculous and comic as this earnest passion for the good old 
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ways is tragic and far from ignoble. Perhaps the quaintest in¬ 
stance on.record of that funny indolence was the case of a worthy 
professor of chemistry at Aberdeen. He had allowed some years 
. to pass over Davy’s oriIliant discovery of potassium and its con¬ 
generic metals without a word about them in his lectures. At 
length the learned doctor was concussed by his colleagues on 
the subject, and he condescended to notice it:—* Both potash 
y And soda are now said to be metallic oxides, said he; the oxides, 
in fact, of two metals, called potassium and sodium by the dis¬ 
coverer of them, one Davy in London———a verra troublesome 
person in chemistry.’ 


It was Antoine Laurent Lavoisier, who first felt the pressure 
of this necessity for a renovated theory of Chemistry, and at 
once began to construct it, say rather to woo it from the opening 
bosom of nature, where it lay ready to come forth at the call of 
him that knew the word of power. Dumas has triumphantly 
shown that his countiyunan had formed the Idea of his great 
revolution at the very outset of his career, and that even before 
many of the pneumatic discoveries of the Swedish and British 
phlogistians had been made and published. There can be no 
manner of doubt, in fact, of the single-handed originality of the 
French lawgiver of chemistiy in bringing about that transition, 
from the era of phlogiston and the cupel to that of oxygen aiuf' 
the balance, which constitutes the turning point of the history 
now under review. It is easy and social to speak with effusion 
about the division of labour and the grandeur of combination, 
but it seems generally to be individual men that do the greater 
business of science and of the world after all. lustitutes, aca¬ 
demies, royal societies, have all been good; but a man like 
Lavoisier is bettor than them all. German, British, American 
associations have their important purposes to serve, and they 
subserve them well; but an opinion just begins to prevail, that 
in these days we run some danger ol being associated to death. 
Excessive association certainly tends to the production of weak¬ 
ness in the individual unit, if the resulting whole is strong; and 
it is fortunate that there are some men so unsocial as to dwell 
^art, drawing inspiration from the quiet past, from the instant 
universe itsell^ and from the twittering dawn that is ever arising 
in the ^ast. „ 

Strange to say, although Lavoisier was early an academician, 
there was .not ft little 6f this individuality and isolation in his 
character, notwithstanding that he did not resemble Stahl so 
much in this respect as Dalton did,—but he is never to bo 
compared with these epochal men, his sole co-equals in the 
history of chemistiy, in largeness and energy of intellectual 



structure, wliile he he confidently pronounced their supe¬ 
rior in lucidity of the understanding. Born at Paris on the 
16th of August in 1743, the son of a rich merchant capable of 
appreciating his child, he was left very much to the guidance of 
his own intellectual instincts. Having studied mathematics, 
astronomy, botany, all with some degree of particularity, he at 
length took lessons in chemistry at the hands of old Bouelle, an 
odd and extravagant enthusiast who professed the science af 
Paris in those days, A young man of many talents and accom¬ 
plishments, the world of science lay all before him and invited 
his devotion. Circumstances ponspired with his peculiar genius 
to lead him into those chemical recesses or Physica Subterranea 
of nature, into which he was one day to shed a whole atmosphere 
of light. Dumas mentions with honest pride how, while yet a 
youth of twenty-two, his hero kept himself six weeks in total 
darkness, in order to intensify the sensibility of his eye to the 
perception of faint degrees of luminosity; also how he renounced 
the solicitations and blandishments of Parisian society for the 
secluded pursuit of science; and how he put himself on short 
commons of bread and milk, when he found that the want of 
air and exercise was going to do him harm. These are probably 
things, one might say, which it is more difficult to do in Paris 
than in London or at Edinburgh, otherwise his countryman and 
^clebrator would scarcely liave thought them so notable; yet 
they do indicate a spirit of quiet self-determination on the part 
of the young discoverer. It likewise appears that he soon 
understood the scope of the great task which began to unfold 
its proj)ortions before him, and he made ready to undertake it 
witli a deal of cool-blooded ness. Perceiving ho should need a 
good income for his purposes, ho busied himself to obtain the 
appointment of a farmer-general of the public revenues. AVhen 
he succeeded, the chemists said he had forsaken cliemistiy, and 
tlie fanners looked askance upon him as an interloper; but he 
eventually approved himself the best of farmers and the greatest 
of the chemists of his day. In tipiely consolidation of his mone¬ 
tary foundation, he at the same time obtained the hand of the 
daughter of one of his colleagues in the financial trade, a lady 
wlio married Thompson tlie American, commonly called. Count 

E linmford, after the executioi^f her immortal Lavoisiei\ 

An academician at twent^ffii^e years of age, he was put at the 
lead of the governmental Jfiltpetre works at thirty-tlu’ee, during 
the ministry of Turgotafter several other little public 
dignities had been conferred on him, he was made a memoer of 
the famous cortiinissiop on weights and measures in 1700. The 
yea^ after this he produced his treatise on the tevritorial wealth 
of France, and the Constituent Assembly printed it at the ex- 
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pense of tlio commonwealtlx. It moreover seems to bo the 
unanimous verdict of his countrymen, at least in tlicse days, 
that he behaved himself in a manly and business-like way in all 
his public capacities, such as they were. But within all this 
^ busy and successful outward existence there moved au orb of 
thought and labour, which was of incalculably more iTnjJortance 
to the world. The revenue-farmer was w'orking out a vast 
scheme of chemical discovery and doctrine all the time. Bo- 
^nning in 1772, in the course of his thirtieth year, he published 
some forty memoirs in the Transactions of the Academy by. 
1786, within the space of fifteen .yeai’s, all of them bearing on 
his new theory of chemical science. It is also recorded to his 
honour that, though a rich man, an eminent public character, 
and a great legislator in science, he engaged in some of tlic most 
disgusting of chemical investigations from motives of Inimanitv, 
thereby adding works of supererogation to those great labours 
wdiich have given him a name to live for ever in thi history of 
chemistry and human progress. Take him all in all, he must have 
been an industrious, devoted, aspiring, publlc-sj^irited, virtuous, 
and really great man ; as he was certainly an accomplished man 
of science and the first of chemists. As a man of intellect he be¬ 
longed to his city and liis age; that is to say, he tvas a positivist, 
u discnplo of Condillac in pliilosophy (if philosophy it might bo 
called), a man of the senses and the judgment according to. 
sense, essentially if not formally a materialist, a man of science 
not a philosopher, analytic and rhetorical rather than a syntlie- 
tist and a maker, acute not subtle, cty^stal-clear but not pro- " 
found, with his young and demonstrative enthusiasm in 

piir^i^ Ins intimacy with Laplace and many of the greater men 
of li^s day, his liberal public spirit, his perspicacious and scep¬ 
tical mind, his keen but not ungenial criticism of the past, nnd 
his discoveries in physical science, it would be difficult to find a 
more favourable (and substantially excellent example of the kiml 
of man and thinker which the eighteenth century could jwoduce, 
in France and at Paris, tlian this our lucid Lavoisier. Yet all 
his services and all his fine qualities could not save him from 
the revolutionary scaffold. Upon some paltry accusation of 
their having authorized or winked at the putting of too nutcli 
water on the KepubHc''s tobacco, a nuniber of the farmers- 
general were condemned to death; and the great cliemist was 
one of them. It was in vain that he liicl himself in some inner¬ 
most cabinet of; the academy; he was dragged forth like a 
skulking malefactor, insulted by a mock-trial, and beheaded with 
the rest of the suspected })ublieans. It seems no^ to aggravate 
tins disgusting scene in the historical eyes of Dumas, but it 
surely relieves its ignominy in so far as the raging populace were 
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concerned at the time, toHhink that the guillotine swept off the 
liead, not of the crowned and illustrious Lavoisier, but of farmer- 
general Number Five. Tho truly patlietic circumstance, con¬ 
nected with this homicide, was the fact that the discoverer was 
just at tho middle of his work, as he' suppd^ed. Tliese are the 
last two sentences he ever wrote:—‘ This is not the place to 
enter into any details conccniing organized bodies; indeed I 
have purposely avoided that subject, and that is the reason U'hy 
I have refrained from speaking of the phenomena of ref^piration, 
sanguification, and animal heat, I shall return some dav soon 
to tliese subjects.’ He never returned—in the body; but his 
s])irit, tho clear and uninistifiable spirit with which he questioned 
tlie unknown, tho candid and obedient spirit wherewith he 
listened for the answer of nature, is with us still, the nobler 
portion of the legacy he left with liis disciples. Ma}’' it never 
leave tlicin ! While the chemists of tho rising generation en¬ 
deavour to assimilate, in their piTiper personalities, somewhat of 
tlie prolbund insight iJito j)rinci[des of the Greek ])hysiologists, 
the religious iiidustry of Ghehir and his phannacologers, the 
intellectual ambition of Friar I3acon and the alclieinists, the in¬ 
ventiveness and method of Stahl and tho inieinnatic leaders, 
may they always he strong enough to subordinate those shining 
qualities to the incorruptible common sense of the great French 
chemist and liis disciples; and, if still newer intellectual mani- 


Icstatious are no\v about to be e\'olvcd with the development of 
science, may tlic same principles of common sense accompany 
clieini&tvy and its explorers, as the ballast of the good ship, for 
tho name of tho slaughtered Lavoisier can never cease to be 
whis})ered from ear to ear even on the strangest seas. 

Jt is illustrative of his inborn disposition to cope witlrflre 
greatest questions, as well as of tlie power of an old idea in a 
science, that tho earliest vspontaneous investigation of Lavoisier 
actually drew its initiative from the dogma of Thales concerning 
wati^r as the first and fontal element of things. That primitive 
conception, in tnith, hail never quite disapjieared fi'om the hori¬ 
zon of jdiysics; although water was early reduced to the inferior 
(liguity of being no more than one of four elemental natures, as 
has been explained above. The fontal or generative character 
of that all-important liquid had been advanced by Van Helmont 
in later times in connexion with an especial chemical instance. 
That converted alchemist maintained that water was convertible 


into earth by prolonged boiling, an opinion, apparently grounded 
on experiment, which had the continued countenance of lieccher 
and Stahl. Tlie transcendental oleiuent of tlie old chemistry, in 
fae<^ was long-lived and tenacious. Tho inordinate love of 
sublimity and unity was not easily extinguished, even in so me- 
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tliodical a spirit tis Stahl himself. Ife retained a provisional 
region for facts and thoughts beyond the reach of Phlogiston. 
The belief, or rather the apprehension, of something faivmore 
wondrous than metallic calxes and the matter of fire formed the 
back-ground on v^hich his particular chemical doctrine was 

J )ainted; and through the visible darkness of that distance there 
oomed two or three shadowy figures, pointing inwards to some 
land of promise. These did not interfere with the foreground, 
but they made it feel unsatisfactory. They poured a kind of 

mild and sad contempt upon it. They provoked an undefin- 
able longing in the mind for something they could never give. 
It therefore behoved the man of a new time, it behoved the 
young Lavoii^ier to lay them to rest in one way or another, to 
settle the questions they suggested once for all, to discover the 
limits of chemical cnquiiy, in one word, to understand without 
mistake the boundaries of his sphere; and, happily, those linger¬ 
ing ghosts remained in such a questionable shape that ho could 
speak to thorn. Ho asked not authority, not reason, not ima¬ 
gination ; for none of these could tell, and he knew it: lie 
asked Nature if water could or could not be turned into stone, 
and asked in such a way that she could not but accord an intel¬ 
ligible and also an unmistakable answer. He took an alem¬ 
bic, which may be described as an air-tight still in which the 
condensed steam,or distilled liquor always flows back into the' 
boiler, weighed it, put an ascertained quantity of water into it, 
made it air-tight, and set the water a-boiling; the steam rising, 
getting condensed, and trickling back continually through the 
tubular arms of the pelican. It was kept boiling in this way for 
Ui^^t^^d-and-one nights and days, circulating inside the air- 
ti^f apparatus. At the end of that period, the whole affair had 
lost no weight. The pelican or alembic had lost seventeen grains. 
The water had gained weight, and it was muddy with earthy 
particles. Wheit this mudded water was evaporated to dryness, 
there remained 20 grains of earth, 17 grains of which had clearly 
been worn out of the subtance .of the vessel; but where liad the 
other 3 grains come from ? Lavoisier at once assigned them to 
the incidental errors of experiment, and he does appear to have 
been wonderfully esisily satisfied on the point; for surely aii 
error of three grains in twenty was too large to be overlooked in 
, an attempt to solve so great and venerable a question. The ' 
fact is that the three odd grains came from the water itself, the 
original water doubtless containing that amount of saline and 
organic matter in solution. liut this experimentalist was right 
in the main, and the earth, which Van Helmont and Beecher 
traced to the transformation of water, was thus discovered to 
have come from the earthy vessel in wliich the water had been 
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pertinaciously boiled. I^cheelo investigated this very question 
in another manner; he analyzed the earth produced, and found 
it to be the same as the stuff of the apparatus. The experiments 
of the French and Swedish chemists, taken, together, told with 
fatal effect. The day Of scepticism had come at last, for chemis¬ 
try was growing great enough to fill the imagination without 
the help of transcendental £gma, and the new students were, 
merciless experimenters. • 

The notable circumstances in this experiment of Lavoisier, 
as has been pointedly urged by Dumas, is the use of the balance. 
Till this weighing of the alembic, the water and the residue, 
the balance had not been used in chemistry as an implement 
of research; even Scheele had an eye only to the quality, 
not at all to the quantity, of the earthy matter, wnen he 
made his analysis or rather his testing of it. We have al¬ 
ready soon how the phlogistians conceived and taught that, 
when a calx united with a quantity, of phlogiston, it had 
lightness added to it, not weight, and therefore the resultant 
’metal was not so heavy as the original calx. In fact then, so 
long as phlogiston, assumed to be tne principal agent in chemi¬ 
cal operation, was supposed to be even lighter than nothing, the 
balance could not possibly be introduced into chemistry as an 
instrument of investigation. Accordingly, when Lavoisier or- 
•dored a fine balance to be made with a view to its employment 
in research, the fate of phlogiston was sealed. The very thought 
of the balance implied the perception, by him who first thought 
of it, of the central idea of all positive chemistry, namely, that 
every chemical operation ends in an equation; if 100 grains, 
ounces or pounds of any substance whatsoever are burned, dis¬ 
tilled, or in any way altered by a chemical process, then KX) 
poiinds, ounces or grains of material most be accounted for after 
the operation; if iOO grains or hundred-weights of wood are 
consumed by fire, the 100 must be found, whSn all is done, in 
the ashes, the water and the carbonic acid resulting from the • 
combustion, for nothing is ever iost. Weight was, for this in¬ 
telligent and r^Iute stranger on the arena of chemistry, an im¬ 
mutable thing in nature. Ho saw without a doubt that the op¬ 
posite of gravity, namely, the levity of the schoolmen, was a 
mere negation j a relative term, not a positive reality; a no, 
not 8 yes. This original perception, or first act of insight, was 
the starting-point of his career. It was the first-frnit of his 
happy genius; and, thank heaven, there were also vouchsafisd 
to him industry, courage, talent and wealth, suflicient for its 
fulfilment and elaboration : he had not to teach a day-school, at- ‘ 
ten^d by scrubby little boys with bare feet and with satchels on 
their bacKs, like Dalton during a considerable part of his lifb; 
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and therefore he was comparatively^ x^pid in his progress, al¬ 
though he had to work and write daring not a few years before he 
was mthmr listened to or understood-—a kind of thing which 
posterity always likes to forget 
After what has lieen mentioned, it is easy to understand how 
Xiavpisier should have communicate the following note to the 
Academy so early as the 1st Kovemher 1772, when only in his 
thirtieth year, before the discoveiy of oxyj^n gas, and before 
the fhll developmeht of chemical pneumaucs, which has been 
sketched above * I have lately discovered that where sulphur 
is burned there is produced an acid with increase of weight; and 
it is the same with phosphorus. That increase of weijdit comes 
from the fixation of a prodigious quantity of air. If One metals 
also, when calcined, increase in weight, it is just from a similar 
fixation of air, and I can prove it oy experiment. In fact, if 1 
take a metallic calx and heat it with carbon in shut vessels, then 
at the moment when th^t calx is reduced to the metallic state,— 
at the moment, for example, when litharge (the calx of lead) is 
changed into metallic lead, there reappears the air which had 
become fixed when the metallic lead had previously been made 
into a calx, and you may collect an aerial product at least a 
thousand times more bulky than the solid litharge employed.’ 

* This experiment,* it is added, ‘ appears to me to oe one of the 
most interesting that has been made since Stahl :*—and so in¬ 
deed it was, for it involved the superseding of the Stahlian view 
of, and way of looking at, the phenomena of chemistry. Tin's ^ 
experiment, in truth, clearly contained the discovery that when 
bnmstone and phosphorus are changed by combustion into acids, 
and when a metal is burned to a calx, the change is owing, not 
to the giving out of phlogiston by these combuslSbles respectively, 
bnt to their absorption of and chemical combination with lar^ 
quantities of some ponderable kind of air. But nobody saw its 
vast importance except the experimentalist himself. So late as 
1778, SIX years after the observation was made knowm, Macquer 
had a great load taken off his i^omach (to use his owm expression 
in a letter) by finding, after all due ventilation of the matter 
among his scientific gossips, that phlogiston was far from having 
any need <rf S^big to the wall yet. Be it repeated once more, 
with deep And a&ctiouate rei^ct, that it is no ea^ thing to 
jpve oveir a cherished theory: it is almost as difiScult as to dis¬ 
cover a new one; and it is only the frivolous and changeable 
inventor of new-fiui^ed conceits, or the light-hearted minion of 
evei^ glittering innovator, that refuses to do homage to the loyal 
spirit OT the honest conservative. We remember with how much 
tenderness, we had almost said with what a tone of sadness.and 
sense of injury, the late Doctor Hope chid one of the expectant 
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graduates of the Collegc^t Edinburgh, on the occasion of the 
public defence of their medical theses in 1839, for entertaining 
the nndemonstrable Ammonium-view of the constitution of the 
ammoniacal salts. The venerable profMsor retained his well- 
gi'ounded bdelitv to good old Ammonia, Saying that ho had 
* h^ctl it should at least last all his da^.’ 

Eavolsier knew the worth, and anticipated the future value,, 
of bis young and yet immature idea; and that was enough. 
Dumas has called the particular attention of chemists to the fact, 
accordingly, that although it w’asin 1779 that his hero began tbe 
interchange of preliminary shots, it was not till 1783, eleven 
} ears later and in tbe course of his forty'first year, that he fairly 

S ave battle to pblo^ston. Till that period, says the historian, 
<avoisicr seemed to have retreated from his poMtion, in the 
opinion of the snperBcial. But it was only because he had not 
yet collected and organized a strong enough array of facts for 
the defence of his proposals. In truth, after having been eleven 
1 cars engaged in the working out of his theory, Lavoisier was in 
the glorions minority of one, in so far as the chemists were con¬ 
cerned : he had only one disciple, and that one was his fi lend 
Laplace, the asti'onomcr. It was not till 1787, when the re¬ 
former was forty-four years of age and a veteran in science, that 
Fourcroy began to teach both the phlogiston hypothesis and the 
•oxygen theory in his pnblie lectures, and to draw a comparison 
between them to the advantage of the latter. Bcrthollet joined 
the new' cause the same year. Guyton hlorveau, Monge, and 
gradually all the w'orld, including Great Britain, followed their 
leaders at last. Then, after everybody was converted to the new 
views, and after the academicians had aided our discoverer in 
the construction of a nomenclature fitted for the expression and 
illustration of the new chemistry, it began to be eveiyw'here 
discussed and applauded as the doctrine of tbe French chemists 
forsooth 1 ‘ This new blow was very minful to» him,’ writes his 
admirable vindicator :—* That theory,’ he cried, ‘ is not, as 1 hear 
it called, is not the theory of the French chemists, it is mine 
ow n; it is a possession which I claim at the hands of niy con¬ 
temporaries and posterity.’ Much was also said, of course, about 
those things which he 'owed to Priestley, Cavendish, Sclieele. 
He owed them much j yet he owed them only facts, and facts 
distorted by the false medium through which their discoverers 
saw them, but facts which never conducted them to any such 
theory, facts which easily fell into order under his theory, and 
facts that he discoiered for tho most part almost as soon as them¬ 
selves. He owed them not a ray of thought: he owed them 
obstruction. Nor were good-natured and impartial critics slow 
to remind a generous cosmopoliian public that Jean Key, (and 
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who knows whom h^si^es?) had prcv^ondy fojond that tnehils 
were heavier after tiban Wore con^bustiop or caleioation and 
did then contain airj hot they reminded neither the world nor 
themselves that the ineblnahle diseovery remained as barren as 
ice, nntil the radiance of Lavoisier’s searching spirit made it 
jSow over the plain, bunging aU manner of froits out of the 
^willing earth, and going dow^ to bear i^ch deets upon its bosom. 

• It were impossible, within our limits, to trace the succession 
of particulars in tho^ progress of Xaivojbier’s career! snflBoe it 
that it was arduous, singlmtanded, and victorious in his own life¬ 
time, The mMwuing moment was perhaps the following dis- 
oovety :—Oxygen had been discovered by Priestley and by him¬ 
self; he had also ascertained that it is the oxygen of the 
atmospheric air that becomes fixed (or absorbed and combined 
with) when brimstone is burnt or a metal calcined; so that the 
calx of quicksilver was known to contain at least mercury and 
oxygen, whatsoever else it might contain. He therefore took a 
known weight of mercurial rust, and drove the oxygen out of it 
by heat (for simple heating decomposes that oxide); but did so 
in such an apparatus as enabled him to catch and retain that 
oxygen, as well as to preserve the liberated quicksilver also. 
He next recalcined this same mercury, by means of the same 
oxygen as had just been expelled from the ori^nal calx em- 
plu^ cd; and he thereby obtained the same weight of the calx of 
mercuiy as had been introduced into the apparatus at the begin¬ 
ning ot the experiment. This was an express illustration of the 
fact that the red rust of quicksilver is a compound of nothing 
ponderable but mercury and oxygen, instead of quicksilver being 
(as had been so long and loyally believed) a co mpo und of its 
own calx with the positively light phlogiston. When it was 
madp out that the sum of the weights of the mercury and the 
oxygeu, obtainable by beat from any known weight of mercurial 
calx, is exactly equal to that Weight, the experimental demon¬ 
stration was complete. 

The substance of the Lavoisierian chemistry may be briefly 
summed up in a few paragraphs, but that without being careful 
to XBsign eadi particular to its author, seeing the central facts 
md tha vivifying truth of the whole system were Lavoi¬ 
sier’s own unmistakabk handiwork. 

$ X. is not the element of all things^ not the first of 

material forla^ not the beginni^of creation. It is not even 
the best or behest in rank, as I^ndar expresses i^ of four or 
any other number of elements. 'It is not aniblement at all: it 
is the resulting unity of two elements in combination, hydrogen 
and o^gen. It is mo rust or calx of hydrogen, as iron-rust is 
the calx of iron, as the oxide of mercury is the calx of quick- 
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silver; it is th© ©side of tlie gaseous melal hydrogen. It is 
curious to take notice of the ehaiigin^ rortunes ‘of this sweet 
blood of nature in the histoiy of ohemistfy* ' First the matrix of 
the whole universe, then only one of fodr eJetnehts, though the 
chief of the quaternion, more latterly looked upon as at least an 
altogether peculiar and calx'^producing principle, and at last dis¬ 
covered to be itself nothing hut a Uqulia product of eombustionj 
one oxyde among many, the mere ashes of so much bunit hydib- 
gen, a common compound of two out of a large nninoer of 
elements. Yet this composition of water was a critical discovery 
in its dry: for some years the whole science revolved around it; 
and it Is stiU the ^pical illustration of the chemistry of analysis 
and synthesis. James Watt of the Steara-en^ne, though not 
otherwise known in chemistry, was the first to form the concep¬ 
tion that water is composed of hydrogen and oxygen,' ot rather 
of phlogisticatcd and aephlofflsticatert airs (the same things as 
objects certainly, but somewhat different in and for the mind) ; 
aiid Clavendish, a truly great discoverer of facts in this science, 
was the first to make the proposition good by unassailable ex¬ 
periments : but this all-important discovery was surely mystified, 
in the thoughts of both these inventors, by their mistaken adhe¬ 
sion to phlogiston; so that it was the light of Ijavoisier’s system 
after alh that gave its significance to that capital fact. Lavoi¬ 
sier did make tne discovery for himself, it seems ; and certainly 
he would have made it first, but for the anticipation of Watt 
and Cavendish : yet the grand distinction of the French law¬ 
giver is the circumstance that he was bringing about a reforma¬ 
tion, developing a vast system, and exem^ifying a new method 
of inquiiy, while our countrymen were the conservative seekers 
of only particular facts. Such appears to be a righteous judg¬ 
ment regarding the several claims of these three investigators in 
this matter. Since they represent Scotland, England and 
France respectively, it is But natural that a*good deal should 
have been written with some acerbity on all the sides of the 
question. Lord Brougham, AVago, Lumas, have all broken 
their lances in trying to settle the rival claims, to say notliing 
of the kindly effort of oiie of the relatives of Watt. It is not 
long, indeed, since a deceased critic of our own mingled m the 
controversy, investigating and adjudicating on its merits, with 
the skill of an advocate and the love of a friend, if not with all 
the impersonality of a judge. The qnestion has likendse been 
handled more recently, and that with much knowled^ and 
rare acumen, in the Life of their name-sire sent forth by the 
Cavendish Society. • On the whole, however, while feeling that 
all •such questions of priority are'but poor things, we stand by 
the opinion already pronounced without misgiving, but also 



70 

hr Jjiivotsiet^^mk nxire deductioiaa from 
his whibb would itn|Mir horUago of oitlicr 

or Watt. 

^ air of fbo atmospbeifi^ tho bo«r obemistry found it 
to bo no toate an elemental principto of mints than tbo water 
oi fba oceau, but juat a mecbaoical ndatom foaf the most part^ 
df some to parts of ox;ygen and 80 parts of niixcgon or ozote, 
Jkbpt babitoally moist bjr a varying’ ratio of Watory vapur, 
"whether visible or invlstole. It also contains some 4 pails in 
1000 of carbonic acid ma, to say nothing of those traces of 
ammonia, carbnretted hjdrc^on (and what not ?) more lately 
discovered in its all-embracing snbstance* To tbo earlier 
La\ oibierian, then, the atmospliere oompiised the three gases, 
hydrogen, oxygen, nitrogen, and the hardest of solid bodies, 
namely, carbon or the diamond,—the four organogens or main 
products of the decomposition of organized creatures, plants 
and animals. 

On the other hand the earth, tho third of the old elemental 
quartad, is the resultant of the combinations and mixtuies 
and juxtapositions of some seventeen metals (still to speak 
from the point of view of chemistry before the discoveries of 
Humphry Davy, the great consummator of the movement of 
Xiavoisier), of six non-metallic bodies or combustibles (tlmee 
known, namely, carbon, sulphur^ phosphorus; and three in- ' 
£srred to exist, namely, the muriatic, fiuotic and boracic radicals, 
as they were called), of five earths, of two alkalis, and of the 
three atmospheric gases. But oxygen was the most important 
of all these provisional elements or undecompunded bodies. It 
converted the three known combustibles into acids, it was sup 
posed to have converted the three unknown combustible radicals 
into the oorresponding known acids; it converted the metals 
into bases or so many sorts of earth or alkidi, and it was sup 
posed to be the dblciiying principle*' of the regular earths and 
alkalis; and, in fine, the compounds of oxygen with other 
dbments, whether known or shtewdly inferred, were preeived 
to be the hiost abundant and widely spread of all natural com- 
bijaaiions that this whole crisis of quick development may, 
well be called the epoch of oxygen and the balance. It was the 
pneumatic chemistry that prepared the way for it, it was the 
balance that Oahered it on the scene, and oxygen is its great 
rwult. Iliie (S^moVery of oxygen rendered the balance both ap- 
{dicable and neon^siaty;. bse of the halanra put oxygen in its 
place Mthin the liysfe^ of nature and of science, and they can 
never be put amtidei'm the memory of the chemist. A glass- 
covered balance, turning on an edge of admnant, with Ihe 
antique symbol of the mercurial ciux in gne scale and the 
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modern repr^^ientatire ofWidtt^ 4* odier, is that 

Litura of the hlf^Hcal Zp^/bb iolO the aan of Ohemidtry 
rose, as soon as the star of LaToI^er yr*» fairt)' m the ascendant. 

§ 2. There is no snch er^ture as or the matter of 

fire. When a body, compound tv elemexdnxy^ is bnmed, it does 
not give ou^ imaginai^ ievitative pbloa^nt it hdtes in real 
gravitative ojc^gen, xet Lavoisier, in laying the tnatter of fireu 
(n ith ite posittve levity) to rest for ever, comd not escape from 
its boried power over Mm. Black had discovered the fact of 
latent heat, sad explained his conception of the phenomenon 
with the help of the hypothesis of caloric or the matter of heat, 
a subatanoe, not monstroitsly endowed with lightness uuleed, but 
possessed of no weight w liatever, the very ghost of poor phlo¬ 
giston 1 Lavoisier adopted this caloric. When phosphoius 
burned in vital air with a flame nearly as dazahng as tho sun, 
he knew that it entered with rapidity into chemical union with 
the oxygen, and he attiibuled the neat of the flame to the ex¬ 
trication of tlie imponderable matter of beat or caloric from the 
phosphorus and especially from the oxygen, to say nothing of 
the light of the flame in the present connexion. In short, tho 
Empedoclcan matter of Are, or rather the Stahliau phlogiston, 
^ 8a|)posed to have less than no weight, was just broken np into 
caloric, the matter of^ heat, and an analogous matter of light, 
* both supposed to be absolutely impoi^^ble projeotilos, ui & 
truly material nature, and capable ^ Nation by certain of the 
ponderable forms of matter. Foi|ilC3ing on a mischievous and 
purely geometrical abstractionilHo tlxe effect that extension is the 
only essential property of matter, Black and Lavoisier admitted 
into their system tlie notion of a kind of matter, capable of en¬ 
tering into chemical combination with the indubitable kiuds of 
matter, and yet, not only without visibility or palpability or 
separability, but absolutely without weight, without the ten¬ 
dency to gravitate towards the central body of the earth, with¬ 
out the power to help the rest of the world to draw towards and 
move round the suu, ip a word,*witkout one of the adtual com¬ 
mon prupertios of all the known forms of matter, let the 
medieval scholastic or tlxe modern geometer call it an essential 
property or nOt I Posterity will assuradJy regard'this aS one of 
the half-truths or metaphysical mystiflcatxons at the core of the 
Lavoisicrian chemistry, as it is ww known to be ^ by mauy now- 
a-da>s, notwithstanding that our text^books in this highly 
positive science are still too fuU of matters of heat, of light, m 
electricity, of galvanism, of mtxgnetism, <^nd even of miheard-of 
odyles or ogres, which the gmiius of Pact might have been 
expected to have driven beyond the confines of Sdence for ever, 
after tho discovery of oxygen and tlie use of the balance. 
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§ 3. Oxygen was not only the great %gent of combustions (by 
the extrication of its caloric on its energetic union with the pon¬ 
derable combustibles), but it was also the principal party to a 
-multitude of more peaceable operations. The respiration of 
animals, the proce&s of vesj^tion, and mttny less important 
natural phenomena, were all found to depend on this constituent' 
of the atmosphere.. It was per^ived to be incidental to the 
“growth of organic beings, to their sustenauce, and to their de¬ 
cay. What was true dien, is true still :-f*-oxygen is the main¬ 
spring of a vast proportion of all Uiose movements that are 
constantly going on under the. Bgttred face, and visible indica¬ 
tions of the terrestrial horizon. It is both the builder and the 
destroyer of the ever-shifUng' scene around us; at once the 
finger and tlie tooth,of time. 

§ 4. The conception of cbeuiical, union received a great, 
though by ho means a full, accession of clearness from the 
Lavoisierian movement. The v^ord Affinity, standing for the 
force in virtue of which the chemical •combination of two or 
more bodies takes place, was first used by Barchusen and first 
defined by Boerhaave. . Tlie very word, however, shews that 
even the latter was under the obsolete notion that it is bodies 
standing in affinity with one another, that is to say, bodies re¬ 
sembling each other, that are the most prone to enter into 
mutual, union. Mercury was fancied to "amalgamate so easily 
with certain of the metals because it is of a like nature with 
them. In the new chemistry, however, the strongest and most 
prevalent compounds were those consisting of the most dis¬ 
similar ingredients, for example, those of oxygen and the metals. 
The term Affinity, therefore, began at oiice to be equivalent 
with Chemical Attraction, which also began to be understood 
as a force acting among the invisible particles of matter, just as 
gravitation exerts itself among the visible masses of creation:— 
a thing, the latter, which Newton had seen and said long before 
the dawn of this, the chemistry of fact. But the Lavoisierians, 
especially Fourcroy and all ^ho have come after him, went 
further in this direction tlian tliey were ^or are yet), warranted 
by the facts of the. science., They inferred, and even explicitly 
stated, that chemical attraction or particular a^nity dispWs 
itself only between the particles of difibrent kinds of matter, for 
instance, between hydrogen and oxy^n, but by no means be¬ 
tween one particle and another of Jhydrogen or of. oxygen. 
They defined chemical affinity, indeed, as nothing else than the 
attraction of cohMion mutually exerted between diffijring kinds 
of matter. The particles of a piece of briipstOne hold .tc^ether, 
in the piece, by the ItiifCe of the attraction of cohedon, aS it ia 
named; and the hol^fog togetlier of mercuiy^and oxygen^in-. 



The Elemental Nature. 


73 


the mercurial calx, was attributed to the same force acting be¬ 
tween the two differing kinds of element, namely, quicksilver 
and oxygen. Without entering on the discussion of this vital 
point, we venture to foretell that this will ere long be considered 
as another error in the very heart of the Ijavoisierian chemistry; 
and it is an error which the Daltonian movement has not yet 
done away with. 

§ 5. Tho Lavolsierlan definition of the eleftiental nature wa^ 
perfect. It was the first clear conception ever attained to and 
uttered on the subject. This great lawgiver of Chemistry be¬ 
come Positive, an apt scholar in scientific scepticism and the 
admirer ttf Condillac, defined a chemical element to be nothing 
more (and nothing less) than a material substance not yet ana- 
lyzable, not yet broken up into simpler forms; in short, a body 
not yet decomposed but not therefore iiidecornponible, to be 
called simple for the time being but not necessarily always to 
remain in the list of elements, elementary not in an absolute but 
only in a logical and provisional sense of the term. The metals, 
the earths, the alkalis, the combustibles, the three gaseous or- 
ganogens, were therefore all registered as elements for the mean¬ 
time. Davy decomposed the alkalis and earths, proving them 
to be the oxydes of so many new and unheard-of metals. The 
* same chemist, certainly the noblest of the disciples and workmen 
«f Lavoisier, found out tho true nature of chlorine, and tliereby 
deprived oxygen of the right to its name; for oxygen had been 
prematurely chronicled as the acid-gendering element, but chlo¬ 
rine was now discovered to be at once a simple body and an en- 
genderer of acids just as truly as oxygen. Iodine, selenium, 
silicon, titanium, rhodium and many other substances, equally 
elementary with oxygen and the old metals, have followed in 
their turns, and there are now no fewer than some sixty Lavoi- 
sierian elements, while there may well be a hundred of them be¬ 
fore the century is out. There is no probable limit, in truth, to 
the number of this species of elementary principle. If the che¬ 
mist could butjdig deeper into tho surface of the world he inha¬ 
bits, or could be licensed to carry his quanying gear to the 
moon, or could even lay'hold of the smallest of the Junonian 
asteroids, to say nothing that might be construed into impertin¬ 
ence concerning the diggings of either Jupiter or Venus, what a 
pile of such simple bodies Ke might build up ! It should never 
be forgotten that he has hitherto done notniug but scratch the 
outside bf this old Hertha, and that only to the depth of the 
thickness of t^iis .paperdeaf in-comparison with a sphere of two 
feet in diameter, he has mbrely raked a little among the 

outermost-ashes of this’great globe itself, the hearth of the family 
of man, and his qwn body will soon‘be ashes among ashes, earth 
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in 6arth, when the spirit that Was in retained to God who 
g&ve it, may well smile at the remeipbrance of yon dim spot 
which men call Earth, and at the centoiy of elements he had 

g athered irom all its little heights and hollows. Xn fact and in 
riof, then, there may be si^c oundred of such elements as onrs 
just as well as sixty; and almost every year is actnally adding 
a new one to the catalogue. In the meantime, it is to be under- 
Wod that, from ifot ono of these present sixty, can tlte hattost 
furnace seven times heated, the coldest freezing mixture, the 
strongest and steadiest ^vanic pile, the most thunderous of 
electric batteries, or the most pungent reagent, were it even 
fluorine or potassium at a white heat, extract anything but itself: 
—gold yields gold, iron yields iron, hydrogen yields hydrogen, 
only gold and iron and hydrogen, to all the solicitations of the 
fiercest analytics yet knoun. ‘We stand before the guarded 
door of nature ; the strong bolts will not move: everything fails 
os, everything f 

Yet it is hard to think that all those sixty creatures are truly 
simple or elementa^. The instinct of humanity I’cvolts a^inst 
believing that tho Maker has departed from his wonted simplicity 
of procedure in this one part of creation, and flung such a 
number of unchangeable elements from his immediate hand. 
Many thoughtful and ingenuous men, indeed, have frankly 
supposed that it were mure like the nature of tho Deity, as 
shewn by his interpreted works, to pour forth the unreckouablo 
variety of things from tho bosom of one or two piinciples. 
Thales and the Greek physicists, Ghcbir and tho pulyphar> 
macists, Bogcr Bacon and the alchemists, Stahl and the phlo- 
gistians, Lavoisier himself, Humphry Davy, Prout, oven Berze¬ 
lius, that man of multitude, have an given more or less ^explicit 
expression to this native yearning of the thoughts of the heart of 
man towards simplicity, that is to say, towards some unity or 
oilier underlying tho multiplicity Of appearances, in tliis subter¬ 
ranean domain of nature. Man does not love multiplicity; he 
admires it; but it is unity thart he loves, for it moves his imagi¬ 
nation while it touches his heart, not only making the whole 
world kin, but also lessening the distance between that world 
and God. The next great question in chemistry then, say 
rather, the perpetual and the greatest question in the science, is 
precisely this j—What is the interior nature of tliose elements ? 
From the Lavoisierian point of view, in plain earnest, that is 
the ono question of the age. The science bids os ask, and per¬ 
haps nature is ready to answer it: but what shall be done, since 
no known analytical power can move one of those stedfast na¬ 
tures from its propriety f Let synthesis be tried, if analysis has 
failed: synthesis has never been tried. Be it observed, too, that 



it is in the highest degree probelble tllstt iiU the sixty present 
. elements are equidistant .firoift simplicity"; tiiey are all equally 
compound (and equally simple, fof that matter), if there be any 
truth in the unanimous testimony of ohemi^'analogy. Their 
case is exactly like that of potass%';S0^ Ihhe, barytaj strontia, 
and tlieii'conjgeners, before the disbdveiy of potassium ; that is 
to say, potassa once discovered to be a metalHe calx or oxyde, all 
the rest w^e clearly metallic oxydes too,, aa experiment was not* 
long of shewing. In the flame way, if the secret of one of those 
silent and tantalizing elements be discovered, the secret of them 
all is out* 

Comte's generalization of the particular known regarding 
the growth of man’s idea of nature has already been referred to, 
and it cannot but bo interesting to notice the expression of his 
law in the. history of the tlieoiy of fire, that impressive pheno¬ 
menon which continued to be the central point of chemistry 
until the later Lavoisierians at length put it in] its proper and 
subordinate place. Common combustion, as brought about by 
energetic oxidation, will always be an important object of study; 
but, now that other gases are known to support combustion, 
now that a pair of solid bodies are easily made to extricate heat 
and light without the presence of any kind of atmosphere, and 
now that fire is understood to consist in the production of heat 
Slid light by or during any chemical action that is intense 
enough, the venerable process falls to be considered as an acci¬ 
dent and not an essence. In one word, the Lavoisierian theory 
of fire, thus widened by the discoveries that have flowed from it, 
and stripped of the adhesion of caloric, is an illustration of the' 
third epoch of liuman thought upon the subject, according to 
the classification of the French positivist:—it is the plain, unso¬ 
phisticated, positive statement of the facts .of the case, as these 
present themselves to the senses and the judgment according to 
sense of the true chemist. The second, the meitaphysicizing or 
fictitious stage of the theory of fire is represented by caloric, 
still more curiously by phlogiston,* and also by the ancient ele¬ 
ment and empyreanabstractions of the mind transformed 
into things, forbidden creatures, veritable ghosts. And as fur 
the earliest the religions or superstitious time of knowledge or 
thought concerning this fiery manifestation of the powers of 
nature, not only is the-ttiythological story, how Prometheus 

^ For mom {Hu^tieater the^^rst epocliof positive chemistry, tlm 

reader is refenm on Davy in the third Number of thia 

^view, and forwards .to ah {nten^d leritieism of the Daltonian movement; But 
the perusal of Lavoikdev^ TAtU4 JU!l$nU$aair4 will do more for him than anjr later 
diaaertatiou, especially if followed by the study of DerthoUet’s Chimique, 
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snatched the element down froin $ regipa ail mV fire* beyond 
the atmosphere and its thousand fita^*. an Ihdibatlon of thd 
idolatrous feeling flung around a natural wcmder, hut the sala¬ 
mander or fire-spirit of the Bosicrucian mystics was a super¬ 
natural creation of the theosophic Sort, almost belonging to j)ost- 
mediteval Europe. Fire for the altar^ strange fire, fire from 
, lieaven, and bunit-offerings are the common elements of all the 
\intique worships of the world. Fire has also yielded some of 
tlie strongest of the ima^ry of the sacred books of Christianity. 
In the end the earth is to be burnt up, the very elements are to 
melt with fervent heat, the heavens are, to pass away like a 
scroll in the flames; wiiile the horrible nature of sin is set forth 
by that place where the fire is not quenched: and surely the 
linage of everburning, yet unwasting fire is a symbol more 
easily turned into ridicnlo by the frivolous understanding than 
exhausted by the serious i magi nation .f 

But the true deification of Fire was that of Zoroaster and the 
Gnebres, those worshippers of the Sun. ' To them the thing 
was Divine, the peculiar Shekinah of Jehovah, or the supreme 
manifestation of God among men upon the earth. The less re¬ 
fining multitude did assuredly, by the million and during long 
ages of time, look upon the sun as very god of very god; on the 
moon and stars as his heavenly host; and on the leven-brand, 
the iinrestrainable fire, the culinary hearth, and the household 
lamp as his flaming ministers. It is difficult now-a-days to real¬ 
ize this devotion—^in the presence of a chemical product, a com¬ 
bination of caloric and light, a double vibration, a pair of impon¬ 
derables, or even a couple of dynamides! The fact is that 
Ohristenclum has at last got into the extreme opposite point of 
view to all this worship of nature, and the Beautiful One has 
been degraded into a drudge, ‘ none so poor to do her reverence.’ 
The Briton of the eighteenth aiid nineteenth centuries actually 
conceives of the world as an amazingly complicated, yet exqui¬ 
sitely simple piece of mechanism, put together very much as a 
watch is made by a watchmaker, and left to go according to law, 
the great Creator withdrawn to some central heaven, thence 
belioTding all its evolutions, and ready to interfere whenever the 
gracious purposes of his will require a present Deity. Zoroaster, 
on the other hand, saw nothing but god and only god in nature; 
he felt as though god shone upon his eye, almost without a veil, 
in Fire; and he bowed liia head in adoration; while his people, 

* Tho word finipyix^nn means nothing else, of course^ than the Place on Fire. 

f To my uoUnTig of JDante and Milton at all in this connexion, if the readei^ 
wmihl see how this symbol pierces and iiiforiub a Christian puet, let him r^d the 
Devil's Dream of Thomas Aird. ? 
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as ustja], soon (confounded* thfr idol with the divinity, the sign 
with the idea, and became idolaters.... 

What a thine Fire most have been to the primitive man the 
first time it flashed upon him! Say* that he kept watch over his 
people; that at the chilliest hour of the.nigh\, just before sun¬ 
rise, he noticed how a dry stick grew warrai when rubbed against 
his club; that he rubbed them again, more stoutly still, and it 
became hot; at it again, with the wonder of a child and the* 

Strength of twenty men, he flung it down for it scorched his 
hand; yet he could not choose but try again, and it smoked; 
again and again, quicker and quicker, longer and longer, 
he pursued the wild experiment until it burst into flame, and 
the snn arose in the east:—What wore the fire upon the 
brand .but the spirit of the blessed sun, come down to dwell with 
him a.nd his ? It is. surely not impossible to feel how, in the 
absence of science, with the presence of only an incalculably 
.small amount of experience, in an intellect far more observative 
than analytical ancl a young soul capable of little more than 
wonder and love, the worshij) of the Sun and Fire might arise : 
and, once risen on a national and continental heart, it could 
never set until the fulness of a better time were come. Nor is 
Christianity herself, the reconciling genius of the world, ashamed 
to draw'upon the memory of that old faith ; for she lifts up her 
iVince of Peace to the homage of the nations under the image 

of the Zoroastriau god:— 

* 

Trk Sun of Righteousness whth healing in IIis Beams. 
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Akt, III.—1. Storia Civile della Toscana dal 1737 al 1848- 
Di Aktonio Zobi. Tomi 1-3. 8vo. Firenze, 1850,1851. 

2. GU Ultimi Rivolgimenti Italiani: Memorie Storiche. Hi F. 
A. GualtkkioI Vols. 1-5. Firenze, 1852. 

3. Lo Stato Romano dall anno 1815 al 1850- Per Luigi 
Caulo Faiuni. Volume Terzo. Firenze, 1851. 

V Florentine History from the earliest Authe^itic Records to the 
Accession of Ferdinand the Thirds Grand Duhe of Tuscany, 
By Henry Edward Napier, Captain R.N. In 6 vols, 
London, 1847. 

5, Italy in the Nineteodh Century,. By James Whiteside, 
Q.C., M.P. Fifth Edition, 3 vols. London, 1852. 

{], Memoirs of Scipio di Rkciy late Bishop of Pistoia and Pralo^ 
Reformer of Catholicism in Tuscany. Edited from the Original 
of M. D. PATvrEK, by Thomas Roscoe! 2. vols. London, 

7. Casa Gnidi Windows, A Poem, By Elizabeth Barijett 
Browning, London, 1851. 

8. Religious JjiheHy in Tuscany in 1851. London, 

0. Apologia della Vita Politica di F. I). Guerrazzij Scritta da 
lui medesimo, Un volume in 8vo. Firenze, 1851. 

10. First Annual R€ 2 )ort of the Society of Oie Friends of Italy. 
London, 1852. 

Outside the San Gallo gate of Florence stands the triumphal 
arch raised to commemorate the entrance of Francis HI., Duke 
of Lorraine, and of Maria Theresa of Austria, on tlie evening 
of the 19th January 1738, into the capital of their new 
dominions. That arch—a heavy imitation of the ai'ch of Con¬ 
stantine, by an arcliitect of Lorraine—stands as a great land¬ 
mark in the history of the Tuscan Dukedom, The very 
sculptures that deform it speak of a new dynasty in old 
Etruria—the double-headed eagle grasps in its claws both the 
scej)tre and the sword. Giovanni Gastone, the last of the 
Medici, had been borne to hh tomb in San Lorenzo, to that 
magnificent chapel, the burial-place of his family, where the 
marvellous figures of Michael Angelo—the ghosts” of Julian 
and of Duke Lorenzo—“ are sitting on their sepulchres.” De¬ 
crepit and diseased, the worn out profligate had stink childless 
to the grave, and the fairest region of lta^ was freed from a 
race that for three centuries had been its glory and its shame.” 

We do not care to dwell on,that dai’k record which constitutes 
the history of the later Medici, and we have no time to describe 
Tuscany as it was in the days of that ol4 priest-ridden Cosmo 
III., whom Addison describes so spicily in his “ Travels.” ^Wo 
rather to speak of Tuscany in later days, and whether 
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fortunately or unfortunatrfy, we have no end of books” on 
such a subject. We have given a sample above, and we think it 
peculiarly apwpos that a history like Zobi^s, so elaborate, and so 
thoroughly liberal, should bo just now in course of publication. 
Captain Napiex’^s six heavy Dutch-looking little volumes had by 
no means exhausted the more valuable materials of “ Florentine 
History,” and on the reign of Lcxmold I. they were peculiarly 
defective. And we thank Signor Zobi especially for his amplof^ 
treatment of the great ecclesiastical questions which excited 
Tuscany seventy years*ago, and are now in some degree exciting 
it again; and for tliose chapters on tho clergy, that read like a 
tale of the J.^ecameron, even in the pages of a sober historian. 
Mr. Whiteside’s book lias at least received the stamp of public 
approval, as it has reached a fifth edition. Few of our modern 
writers on Italy have produced a work so readable; and this 
makes amends for a variety of smaller matters which we arc not 
at all disposed to carp at. We have had occasion to admire at 
times the happy art wdth which an intelligent tourist, wdiose 
stay is limited,” contrives to work up the loose materials of a 
few street pampldets, througli which he has spelled his way by * 
aiil of dictionary, into a handsome volume, of which, the chances 
are, the information so liberally communicated by couriers and 
waiters, and mnmisdonaires^ aided by the unfailing iVIurray,” 
forms tho staple. Mr. Whiteside, who very properly xlocs just 
as he likes in these matters, has evidently picked up some of his 
details from such “ distinguished” and standard” autliorities, 
and we do not know any one who has made better use of the 
litter of sti’cet pamphlets. A tract of Massimo dAzeglio, well 
meriting a place—a history of St. niilomeua, Ly some abbatu 
of marvellous credulity, or of strong faith in the credulity of his 
readers—and, above all, “The True Story of Beatrice Cenci,” 
condensed from a little nameless volume about as authentic as 
the “ History of the Seven Champions of OhrUtendom,” as we 
strongly suspect Mr. Whiteside knew right well—besides law 
and literature, manners and morals,-and the want of both as a 
variety. Such a book is just what a traveller needs, neither too 
heavy nor too trivial or sufficiently comprehensive—- 

“ Quidquid agunt homines nostri,farrago libelli.” 

Signor Farini’s third volume, though perhaps less interesting on 
tlic whole than the two which preceded, indicates, we think, 
decided progress- in the art of writing history, and in truth the 
loose slippery second-rate newspaper style of his earlier volumes 
afforded considerable • room for improvement. It is already 
known to all who take an interest in Italian matters by the 
translation of Mr. Gladstone—a book much better than the 
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originah It is to be regretted tliat tftat accomplished translator 
did not choose instead the far more profonn<i and interesting 
volumes of the Marquis Gnalterio of Orvieto, unquestionably 
the finest work that has yet appeared on the history of Italy 
since 1815- It must be admitted the task of translating would 
have been considerable, as the five volumes already published 
bring down the history only to 1847; and at this rate, ere the 
""Vvork be completed, there may very possibly be another revolu¬ 
tion, and materials in abundance for a few additional volumes 
as a sequel. Still, wei’e the documents that are appended simply 
passed over, tlie mere text of Gualterio would give a far more 
perfect idea of the great Italian, parties to an English reader 
than any other work we could name : and wo do not yet despair 
of seeing some attempt made to “ do” it into our vernacular. 
Meantime, in addition to sober prose, we have a distillation of 
Italian politics in poetry, under the attractive though somewhat 
enigmatical name of Casa Guidi Windows.” We have no 
time to criticise at length a poem so vigorous and so beautiful, 
and calculated to take so high a place tor its own merits, apart 
from the interest of Italian politics. It is, in short, the poetical 
apotheosis of Young Italy; and yet that young gentleman is 
pretty soundly lectured before his canonization. Our object is 
more sober, and less ambitious: and leaving Mrs. Browning 
to watch the Arno as it shoots right through tlio heart of 
Florence,” we would occ^y ourselves in ti'acing the political 
history and prospects of X'^scany, as siiggcsted in these and 
sundry other works, “ too tedious to mention.” They are of 
special present interest, seeing that all Tuscany has been 
excited of late by sundry attempts to abolish her boasted legis¬ 
lation, and especially the laws of the first Leopold. 

We shall endeavour to convey an idea, in as few words as 
possible, of the great outlines of that policy which raised Tus¬ 
cany to so high, a place among civilized nations, and of those 
laws which for more than a century have been vitally connected 
with the social and ]>oHticah wellbeing of her people. The 
Regency that governed Tuscany in the absence of Francis II.* 
made no progress for years towards the removal of the glaring 
abuses of the Medicean legislation: even Richcourt and Ku- 
cellai feared to provoke too hastily the jealousy of the Court of 
Rome by any measure that might be construed into resistance 
of Papal authority, and hence their policy was rather that of de¬ 
fence than that of aggression. The history of the Regency may 
be summed up in a few words;—a long straggle with the 
Church, with clamorous monks 'and rofractory oishops, the 

* Francis IT]., Duke of liOrrainc, is known as Francis TJ. of Tuscany, and 
Francis 1. of Austria. 


81 


GrandrDuke Peter Leopold, 

Franzonis of their day, aitted and abetted by the Pajjal Court 
ill their opposition to the very appearance of reform; another 
co-ordinate struggle with feudal nobles in the Apennines, sur¬ 
rounded with their bravi and banditti^ such^as are painted in 
Manzoni’s romance; an ineffectual attempt on the Maremme; 
a few useful laws, and a step in advance towards the principle 
of Free Trade, but little real iinjirovement on the condition of the 
country. The priests were still in the ascendant; the Jesuito 
were the tutors and schoolmasters in the land of Macchiavel and 
Galileo; the two universities, Pisa and Sieua, languished under 
a rule that would have made the very sun stand still in obedience 
to the Canon law; learning had decayed—even painting and 
sculpture had degenerated; the Della Cruscan Academy alone 
flourished in all the insupportable pedantry of “ word-catchers 
tliat lived on syllables.” 

And such was the state of matters in 1765, whfen Pjcteh 
Leovold, the younger sou of Francis T. and of Maria Theresa, 
ascended the Grand^Ducal tlirone at the early age of eighteen. 
The rival claims of Austria and Spain had been adjusted by the 
marriage of the young prince with the Infanta Maria Louisa, 
and Tuscany assumed again the position of an independent 
kingdom. Tlie State was too small to be a gainer by taking any 
decided part in European contests, aiul Leopold’s first aim was 
4,0 establish its strict neutratitjf; and this point being so far 
secured by his relations with Spain and Austria, his efforts were 
directed, during the twenty-five yeai;^ of liis reign, to the inter¬ 
nal improvement of his dominions, so as to make of Tuscany a 
model kingdom. Ilis first groat measure indicated the whole 
course of his future legislation: a year after liis accession tlie 
liarvest having failed, and a famine threatening the land, Leo- 
}K)ld at once freed grain, native and foreign, from all commerciul 
restrictions, and inaugurated that principle of Free T racle which 
he afterwards made the law of the State, G-ian Gastone was 
still w'earing out his days in Florence when Salluct Anthony 
Dandini, a priest of Siena, pre^uted to the ministers of the 
Grand-Duke his project of Free Trade in Corn as the great 
remedy for the miserable condition of the Sanese Maremme. 
The Cobden of those days was considered as either knave or fool 
—the ministers did not know exactly which—but at all events 
they could see no earthly connexion between commercial free¬ 
dom and the draining of tlife Tuscan marshes, Put the Sanese 
archdeacon was persevering as an Anti-Corn-Law-Lcaguer, and 
not only wrote his “ Economical Discourse,” but sup])orted by 
Pompeo Neri, the ablest Tuscan jurist of his clay, he obtained a 
trial,of his principles from Francis II..; and when the first ex¬ 
positor of those days was no longer living to plead them with 
VOL. XVIII. NO. XXXV, P 
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his unadorned eloquence,” they were established as a funda¬ 
mental law of Tuscany, and with such I’esulta as to silence all 
unprejudiced opponents. It was the industry of a free people 
that tamed the Alps of Switzerland, and reclaimed from the 
ocean the lands of Holland: the Huguenots of France would 
have settled in the Mai-cinme after the Revocation of the Edict 
of Nantes, had not the weak and illiberal Cosmo HI. prevented 
them, and driven them elsewhere with their arts and their in¬ 
dustry; and Bandini rightly judged, though he dared not speak 
it plainly to a Medici, that it was not simply from natural causes, 
but from the effects of long niisgovernment, that those wide 
tracts of country that had contained a large part of the popula¬ 
tion of old Etruria were noV reduced to pestilential marshes. 
The colonists of Lorraine died in those fatal swamps; of the 
thousand who had been introduced in the time of the Regency, 
only thirty-five remained when Leopold began las woi’k of 
amelioration, and the depopulated region had become still more 
dreaiy by being made a place of exile for political offenders. 
Between death and the Marcrnme there was but little to choose, 
and it required all the German perseverance of Leopold to carry 
on the work of reclaiming; but his new system of leasing the 
waste lands, and his liberal expenditure of means, prodm^ed a 
marvellous change, though his task was left unfinished; and it 
was reserved for the second Leopold to acijuire still greater, 
glory, according to Giustfs Satire, by draining the pockets 
and the marshes” of Txiscany. 

To note all the Leopoldine reforms would be to write the his¬ 
tory of five and twenty years, during which one measure fol¬ 
lowed another with a rapidity almost unparalleled in the history 
of modern legislation. The commerce of Tuscany revived; 
Leghorn especially made maiwellous progress; and if the new 
policy was injurious to the craft of a tew grasping monopolists, 
It tended to promote “ the greatest good of the greatest number.” 
The pernicious system of fanning the revenues was abolished ; 
ecclesiastical property (and evxn the Grand-Ducal patrimony) 
was subjected to taxation, and the revenue increased; the whole 
system of finance was revised; the national debt was in great 
part paid off; a municipal system was established; the old 
Medicean Consulta abolished; leases, entails, intramural inter¬ 
ments were disposed of in succession ; and, in fine, in November 
1786 was published that Criminal C|^e which has obtained an 
European celebrity. The old instruments of torture, the me¬ 
morials of a bygone legislation, were burned in front of the 
Bargello. We have neither time nor taste for examining the 
merits or defects of the Leoj^oldine Code, as it has been since 
both tampered with and perverted. It had nothing correspond- 
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ing to our English IlabeAs Corpus or Trial by Jury—its moral 
estimate of crime was in many points defective, and mild to a 
fault—the entire abolition of capital punishment was a measure 
more than questionable; and Leopold himself, and afterwards 
his son, re-established the penalty of death, dmugh not with any 
very just appreciation of the great law which should guide the 
legislator in a subject so momentous; but we are ready fully to 
accord with Eorti and Galleatti, that it is “ the most generouS 
code that ever issued from the Cabinet of an absolute prince,” 
But it is more to our purpose to glance at those ecclesiastical 
reforms whioli Leopold, directed chiefly by the Senator liucel- 
lai and the Bisliop of Pistoia, carried out so boldly in opposition 
to the Papal Court. Mi\ Whiteside has suggested the pro¬ 
priety of republishing the life of Scipio de liicci for the benefit 
of Italy—a measure the expediency of which may be fairly ques¬ 
tioned. The value of that remarkable book—remarkable when 
it was first published—lies very much in the documents which 
are appended, and the revelations they make of all that was pol¬ 
luting in the conventual life of Pistoia and Pi’ato. It would 
be like opening to the public the closed chambers of the Museo 
Borbonico, for the sake of a lecture on mox'al depravity. And 
that lile itself is onq of the clearest proofs that an attempt at 
reforming Roman Catholicism has but slender chance of suc- 
> cess, and that another standard must be lifted up in Italy than 
tlie yellow Hag of tlic keys and mitre. Tlie Pope who con¬ 
demned the Synod of Pistoia was Pius VI.—*Hhat honest Brasclu 
who drained the pontine marshes”—and to come to later times, 
the few years of tlie Pontificate of Pius IX. might dissipate for 
ever the idea that Itomish infallibility can deny itself and 
cliauge; so that even Gioberti himself has entirely given up, 
in Ills rinnovamento civile,” his first and favourite theory of 
Italian regeneration by means of a reforming Papacy. There 
is one stanza in the “OasaGuidi Windows,” (die twenty-sixth,) 
which contains more good sense, besides good poetry gratis^ on 
the subject of reforming Pontifis| than some volumes written of 
late, ex professo^ on that debated question; and as long as a 
I*ope “ must hold by Popes,” and “ by Councils from Nicea up,” 
or rather down, “ to Trent”—as long as he must resent each 
man’s particular conscience,” and sit attesting with his pasto¬ 
ral ring and staff,” 

“ To such a picture of our Lady, hit 
Off well by artist angels, though not half 

As fair as Giotto would have painted it,” 

and as long as he myst do a thousand things besides, according 
to the Canons, we do not expect that either Pius IX. or any 
future Pius, (Gregory or Benedict, will ever sit in the chair of 
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Hildebrand, “ with Andrea Doria’s forehead/’ But this by the 
way. The life of Scipio de Ricci, very creditably expurgated, 
is now before the English public, and had the editor condensed 
it into a single volume, the book would have lost nothing of its 
value. Besides, in tliese days of Athenian thirst for novelty, 
Mr. Roscoc ought to have avoided the appearance of foisting his 
two octavos on the public'as tlic translation of something new, 
ih fact, of one of the most popular works of the day.” Davvero ! 
We were impressed with the conviction that De Rotter’s Vie 
de Scipion de Ricci” had been published in Brussels in 1825, 
and we remember glancing over the misty volumes with that 
title, which bore all the appearance of having been thumbed for 
a quarter of a century. Inat old book of De Rotter is on the 
whole a dull and tedious narrative, and all that it contains of 
value to a modern reader has long since been better told else¬ 
where. Especially Zobi’s chapters on ecclesiastical matters are 
worth half a dozen volumes like De Rotter’s. 

Yet Scipio de Ricci merited a biogra|)hy of some kind. lie 
was a Jansenist, devout and pure in morals as Arnanld or Pas¬ 
cal, thougli far beneath the intellectual measure of the great 
Portroyalists; to him more than to any other, Leopold was in¬ 
debted for those ecclesiastical principles which he wrouglit into 
the laws of Tuscany. We enter on this subject more at lengtli, 
because Leopold IT. is now \indoiug the work of his wiser ances¬ 
tor, and because Piedmont is lighting the][same battle at the pre¬ 
sent day that was fought in Tuscany in the eigliteenth century. 

At the period when the Medicean dynasty became extinct, 
(a. o. 1737,) Tuscany with a po])ulatioii of 890,008, liad no less 
than 27,108 ecclesiastics, {^Zobiy vol. i. p. 323,) and fully one- 
third of the whole country was tlic pro])erty of the Churclu 
The land was of course a little monkish Paradise, just like Pa¬ 
lermo, as Lord Shrewsbury ])ictured it forth the other day to 
the Milesian imagination of Father Fogarty. Popish ideas, 
however, difter on these points, and it was discovered that tfie 
monastic interpretation of cortrfhi commandments of the Deca¬ 
logue was—to say the least—peculiar. Rome tlirew the shield 
of her protection over “ the holy order of St. Dominick,” and the 
offending names of Prato and .Ih'stoia, whose almost inconceiv¬ 
able immorality had been brought to light by Ricci; but not¬ 
withstanding the intrigues of the Holy See, the obnoxious con • 
vents were suppressed, and stringent Jaws w'ere enacted, regu¬ 
lating the mode of admission in future into the monastic orders, 
and determining the age at which the habit or the veil could be 
assumed, wdth other regulations as to dowry, tending to dry up 
the resources of the recluses. The Mortmain laws of 17^1, 
which the senator Rucellai had introduced during the regency 
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as the first check to an increase of priestly wealth and power, were 
still further extended in 1769, and in twelve years the number of 
tlio friars was reduced to nearly 2000, and the convents had- sunk 
from 321 to 213. Besides, the regular clergy, %Yith all the conven¬ 
tual establishments, were subjected directly to the authority of 
the bishops—a measure violently resisted by Rome, for the friars 
are the great Papal militia for the upliolding of the Papal ruls' 
throughout Catholic Christendom. The bishops again were 
chosen by the Government, and the Pope was limited to the 
simple cercniony of confirming the appointment. It was a 
thoroughly Erustian proceeding of course, but Rome is a great 
]>(jlitical organization rather than a Church, and claims the 
right of interfering, by virtue of its spiritual supremacy, in the 
civil administration of kingdoms professedly independent. "When 
the Roman Catholic clergy made a violent outcry against the 
Ecclesiastical Titles Bill introduced by Lord John Russell, 
they were perfectly well aware that in every one of the Catholic 
kingdoms they had been subjected to laws far more stringent 
than that mild protest against Papal aggression, 

Ihe Papal tribunals cLaimed the right of pul)lishing bulls, 
acts, indulgences, and the prohibitory index, without the autho¬ 
rity of the Governnlent; and, above all, the bull “In Coena 
Domini,’^ witli all the “ iinjn’oveinents'* of Gbisliori, was duly 
read on Holy lluirsday, putting forth the supreme autliority of 
the Pope, by right divine, over the ])rinccs and subjects of every 
Catliolic State.' These claims were met by the royal right of 
the Exequatur, which prohibited all sucli publication without 
the authority of tlie civil jjower. It is marvellous with what 
unity of purpose the Romish Church lias continued for centuries 
to sustain the power she has msurped, and to contend inch by 
inch for every vestige of her dominion. The Mortmain laws 
had been established elsewhere, by the Dukes of Savoy—bv the 
Princes of Este in Modena and Eerrara—by the Keptibiic of 
(Jenoa—and, above all, by Veni^. Siena, the great Ghibelline 
city of tlie ^Middle Ages, had wi-sely restricted the acquisition of 
property^ by ecclesiastics; but Fiorence, Avith her Guclphic 
sympathies, luul allowed tlie religious orders to cncroacli till 
they held in dead hands” onc-third of her jiosscssions. But 
tlie Exequatur Avas embodied even in the Florentine statnte of 
1415, which contained provisions equivalent to the “ Provisors” 
and “ Prsemuniro” of our English statute-book: and in the 
time of Cosmo I., when the decrees of the Council of Tx'ent were 
published in Tuscany, they were first authorized by the Grand 
Duke, and confirmed* by the authority of the Florentine Senate. 
—^Zohiy vol. li. p. 84.) 

/The readers of St. Priest may remember his singularly 
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gfapliic description of the visit of tlie two sons of Maria Theresa 
—Joseph Ilk of Austria and Leopold of Tuscany—to the city of 
the Church, on the death of the old Rez^onico.— {Fall of the 
Jesuits^ chap, iii.) ' There can be little doubt of their influence 
on the conclave that elected Gauganelli; and, at all events, 
when the brief was issued that suppressed the Jesuits, (July 21st 
i773,) it immediately received the Royal Exequatur in Austria 
and Tuscany. The Company of Jesus had been introduced into 
the latter State by Laynez, at the invitation of Eleanor of 
Toledo, wife of Cosmo 1., and had succeeded in establishing 
their colleges in all the great towns of the Duchy. Lorenzo de 
Ricci, the general of the Order at the time of the suppression, 
was himself a Florentine, and a near relative of the I'efbrming 
Bishop of Pistoia, to whom he bequeathed his silver crucifix: 
but the rooting out of the formidable society was a part of the 
plans of Leopold; their colleges were closed and their property 
confiscated; their “ House of Exercises,” in the old fortress of 
San Minlato, was dismantled, and their few books added to the 
rich collection of the Magliabecchian Library, and after 220 
years they were finally driven out of Tuscany. The brief of 
Ganganelli is still the law of the State, The Jesuits as an order 
have never been able to obtain admission since, though but 
lately it was attempted to introduce the Ladies of the Sacred 
Heart of Jesus, the precursors and outriders (we beg pardon of 
the Ladies of the Sacred Heart for such a phrase) of the Com¬ 
pany of Loyola; and till the laws of Peter Leopold are abolish¬ 
ed, they can never legally re-establish themselves in the land 
where they had signalized both their science and their devotion 
by the imprisonment of Galileo. The Jesuits at first insisted 
the Grand -Ducal order, and then had recourse to pious fraud” 
in seeking to keep up their society under its new symbol of the 
Sacred Heart, ljut at last they were obliged to yield, by either 
secularizing themselves or going into exile. A tew clung to the 
old walls of their dismantled ^^^ouses,” wdiile others acted with 
the spirit of real |>atriots, and 

Left their country^07* their country's good/* 

This measure was followed by the abolition of the right of 
sanctuary. Leopold had concluded a Concordat with Pius VI. 
in 1775, but finding that Kome could turn the most seemingly 
liberal agreement to her own advantage, he resolved in future 
“ to have nothing to do with Concordats,” but to act on his own 
authority. The sanctuaries were cleared accordingly of the 
robbers and assassins who had sought the protection of the 
Church to avoid the penalty of their crimes. The Foro Etcle- 
siastico, and other privileged courts, were still in existence, but 
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in 1778 the tribunal of the Nunciature was abolished, and then 
the tribunal of the Holy Office (in 1782,) Hven Republican 
Florence, though adhering to the great Guelphic party, had 
resisted the interference of the Popes with her internal adminis¬ 
tration, and it was only in 1560 that for the first time a Papal 
Nuncio held court within her walls. But the Inquisition—and 
i^is well to recall it in these days of re-action—had a prescrip¬ 
tive right of more than 500 years; for, more than five centuries 
ago, there were adherents of “ the pure gospel” in the fair city. 
The Paulicians or Paterini had a numerous party, but Dominick 
of Guzman had just headed an exterminating crusade against 
the Albigensos on the plains of Languedoc, and the dog with 
the blazing torch—the chosen and approjiriate emblem of St. 
Dominick—ere long lighted his fires in Italy. Fra Pietro of 
Verona, better known in the annals of his order as Pietro Mar- 
tire, roused the Florentines against*tho unoffending Paulicians, 
and the result was not so much a civil war as a massacre. In 


the Vii% Guicciardini, opposite the Church of Laura Felicita, on 
the spot where one of these extraordinary battles was fought 
against the Paterini, stands a column surmounted by the statue 
of the terrible Dominican. The knife in his hand marks him 


out at once as “ St. Peter Martyr,” though few perhaps of our 
English tourists, and fewer still of the occupants of the “ Via 
‘Guicciardini,” have ever inquired why that statue was erected 
to the Grand Inquisitor. A few glaring cases of persecution 
gave Leopold the fitting opportunity of closing the ecclesiastical 
prisons and burning publicly the instruments of torture. There 
are, unfortunately, too many ways of making up for the loss of 
that Spanish enginery, but except in Rome, doomed to all that 
is exceptional, the Inquisition in the old form exists nowhere in 
Italy. The abolition of the Foro Ecclesiastico, and the subjec¬ 
tion of the clergy to the civil law in common with other mem¬ 
bers of the State, and a few other measures of fesser importance, 
completed the defence which Leopold was so long constructing 
against Papal encroachment. The Siccardi laws in Piedmont, 
and the clerical censui’es on Santa Rosa, may give some idea of 
the value which Rome attaches to the Foro Ecclesiastico. 


The internal reforms of the Church which Ricci carried out 


in his own diocese, and which Leopold resolved to introduce 
generdily, were of too short duration to produce any very marked 
effect on the clergy or the people. Holding the opinions of the 
Jansenists, or at least the four points of tne Galilean Church, 
Ricci denied of course the Papal infallibility, and maintained the 
right of bishops to hold synods in their own dioceses. He styled 
hinasell^ in his pastoral letter convoking the famous synod of 
Pistoia (1786), bishop by the grace of God,’’ omitting the 
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usual addendum “ and of the Holy See he treated the Limbo of 
infants as “ a Pelagian fable,” and Indulgences as a superstition: 
he advocated the use of only one altar in the church, the celebra¬ 
tion of mass in the* vulgar tongue, and the unveiling of images 
that were superstitionsly venerated. These reforms, and tlie 
rigid discipline exercised on the friars, whose conduct was far 
Jrom being edifying, excited the whole country against tho 
heretic’^ bishop. The sjmod of Pistoia was eminently success¬ 
ful, but the council of Florence, convoked the year following, 
came to quite an opposite conclusion on the ^^fifty-seven points,” 
wliich Leopold, with the minuteness of a Sacristan, had sub¬ 
mitted for discussion. A riot was excited in Prato, in Ricci’s 
own diocese, against the innovations, the ostensible object of the 
uproar being to protect the altar of the cintola, or girdle of the 
V^irgin Mary. The riot of the Madonnas” was only part of a 
great scheme, and the unfortunate bishop was obliged to seek 
refuge elsewliere. For a, time lie was protected by the Grand 
Duke, but when Leopold assumed the purple of the Caesars, on 
the death of the Emperor Joseph in 1790, the reaction could no 


longer be controlled. The demolished altars were rebuilt, the 
images veiled again, the companies re-established, the synod of 
Pistoia Avas condemned by the Pope, the bishop weakly recanted, 
though, like Galileo, he did not change his mind, and after years 
of persecution, and even Imprisonment, “ the Reformer of (Ca¬ 
tholicism in Tuscany” died broken-hearted at his villa of Rig- 


nana. 


The work of Peter Leopold thus remained unfinished, ^Gike 
the Florence churches,” and hence the partial success of his 
system. It is true tlie times were unpropitious, and the people 
opposed to the “berlicche berlocche” of their philoso})hic ruler. 
Ilis own agents at times, and we'might say very generally, 
favoured in secret the public disaffection. The only sincere re¬ 
former in the cofincil of Regency, appointed on his removal to 
Vienna, was the senator Francesco Gianni, who in a few months 
was obliged to seek refuge, like Ricci, from the jiopular violence, 
Pompeo Neri, the jurist Rucellai, the auditor and authority on 
all ecclesiastical questions, and Angelo Tavanti, his oracle on 
finance, had all died before Leopold’s removal. The Jesuit 
Sum mating, Leopold’s confessor—ror with strange inconsistency 
he chose a confessor from the society lie had suppressed-»-was a 
principal agent in the reaction, especially in all matters connected 
with the Church, But besides, the whole system of Leopoldine 
reform, admirable as it was, and far in advance of anything that 
modern Italy had yet obtained, had be&n forced despotically 
on an unprepared and reluctant people; and when the airecting 
hand had ceased to guide it, it stopped at once. The people had 
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not risen to the mark of th*e legislator, and the laws had descended 
from the elevation of a philosophic despotism, instead of springing 
spontaneously from the advancing civilisation of a nation. Leo¬ 
pold had given no constitution, and had not ^ilways filled up the 
void made by his abolition of the laws of his Medicean predeces¬ 
sors. It is true he had a constitution in petto —a kind of Scotch 
Presbyterian regime for the government of the States by muni¬ 
cipal councils, provincial councils, and a general assembly meet¬ 
ing annually, with the Grand-Duke for moderator. But that 
constitution imagined by Peter Leopold” was never granted, 
and even Giannrs memoir, which has preserved the outline, was 
not published till long after the death of the prince. This sin¬ 
gular memoir, written in 1805, remained as a dreary remem¬ 
brance of an opportunity that had been allowed to pass, and as 
a protest against a return to the old Sanfedism. 

The first years of Ferdinand III. were unpropitious. Franco 
was beginning to heave to the earthquake; and Italian princes 
felt the ground beneath them trembling. For fifteen years 
Ferdinand w^as an exile, and Florence had her courts of Bour¬ 
bons and of French. Old Forsyth remarked in his day that the 
French occupation was the great epoch from which everything 
was reckoned—“avanti i Frances!”—“nei tempi dei Francesi’’ 
—dopo i Frances!.” The French have certainly the merit of 
•inaugurating a new era in Italy. The new impulse given to 
education and science, the great public works undertaken, the 
French system of taxation, the Code Napoleon, the suppression 
of convents, and the new regulation of the Church, were far in 
advance of the old miserable compound of priestcraft and des¬ 
potism that constituted Italian government. Fossombroni pre¬ 
sented to Napoleon a memoir in behalf of Tuscany, such as no 
other estate of the ^Peninsula could have presented, but for a 
time all Italy w^as constrained to succumb to ‘Ges ul<5es Napo- 
leonicnnes.” The French rule has left one ortw'o traces on the 
Tuscan statute-book; but in thp Kestoration of 1805, though 
there were imperialists and liberals, the Leopoldine party pre¬ 
vailed, and Fordinard III. preserved, though not in its integrity, 
the system of his father; and again when Leopold II., “ now hap¬ 
pily reigning,” as the Court Almanac says, succeeded in 1824, 
he began his reign with an eulogy of his “immortal grandfather,” 
And, first of all, the praise of prescxwing the traditional policy of 
the house of Lori'ainc, in the Grand-Ducal States, is due to the 
great Tuscan statesman of the day—iAui Victor Fossombroni 
whose monument, a masterpiece of Bartolini, stands in Santa 
Croce among the tombs of the great Florentines; but a new 
liberalism was springing up in the universities, and among the 
more enlightened classes of the community, which required 
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something more than a system stereotyped for ncai'ly half a cen¬ 
tury ; and among the higher ranks of the citizens there were 
men who advocated progress, that the government might keep 
pace with the growing civilisation of the country. 

It would be unfair to measure the aristocratic liberals of Tus¬ 
cany, such as the Marquis Gino Capponi, or Cosimo Kidolfi, 
with our English Whigs, or with the conservative Statesmen of 
a country that has had its parliament for centuries. Florence, 
first of all, and afterwards Tuscany, had been jealous of their 
national independence; but the citizens had scarcely ever en¬ 
joyed a fair measure of civil liberty, and even Fossombroni who 
defended the first so manfully, but very imperfectly compre¬ 
hended the second. The whole habits of a people cannot be 
new-modelled in a day, and we do the constitutional party in 
Italy injustice w'hen we test their measures by the perfection 
of that slow growth of centuries which is the glory of our Bri¬ 
tish civilisation. And then we must take into account tho 
element of the Papacy from which the Reformation happily de¬ 
livered us. We were ready enough to sing “ lo Pean,” when 
Mazzini gave law from the Capitol, instead of the Pope from tho 
Vatican, and certainly so far the change was for the better; but 
the slow work of rooting out the deeply seated superstition of a 
Romanized population had still to begin. It was no great 
change on the mere materialism of worship when the Bambino 
of the Ara Coeli, tho little miraculous wooden doctor of the 
Franciscans of the Capitol, made his rounds in the ti’iumphal 
chariot of Leo XII., and the devout Romans of the republic of 
1849, shouted, “ Viva il Bambino democratico !” or when Guer- 
razzi taught liis applauding Livornesi that Christ was the higli- 
est model of a democrat. Standing between despotism on the 
one hand, and popular superstition or wild extravagance oii the 
other, the Italian Liberals of the moderate party, like Count 
Balbo and Massitno d’Azeglio in Piednmnt, or Gino Capponi in 
Toscany, had no easy positioa. to maintain against the two ex¬ 
tremes ; and though we believe that their system will never ac¬ 
complish the moral regeneration of Italy, till it has reached a 
higher point than their party has yet aimed at, we would not on 
that account let loose the tide of French democracy, or inundate 
the Peninsula with the gospel of Lamennais. 

But side by side with the moderate reformers rose the young 
Liberals of the universities, Guerrazzi, Salvagnoli, and Forti of 
Pescia, impatient of the slow and timid movements of the elders 
of their party. With these were associated the like-minded of 
the other states, such as Tommaseo, Leopardi, and Pietro Gi- 
ordani, who had sought the freer atmosphere of Tuscany, or 
had been driven to seek it by the iron rule that prevailed else- 
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where. The Autologia’^* of Florence was their Edinburgh 
Eeview,” giving utterance as boldly as it dared to the new ideas, 
till the Government most imprudently silenced the ablest scien¬ 
tific and literary journal of Italy. Besides Irfiese, Tuscany liad 
its poetic Liberalism, the grand dramas of Niccolini, and the ex¬ 
quisite satires of Giusti, But the man who was destined to oc¬ 
cupy the most prominent position was F. D. Guerrazzi, whose 
trial for high treason is now attracting so large a sliare of public 
attention in the Peninsula. The history of that Leghorn lawyer 
has been written in part at least by himself, and that little vol¬ 
ume of Momorie” addressed to Mazzini in 1849, notwithstand¬ 
ing its ridiculous pomposity, we think most valuable for its pic¬ 
ture of the Italian democrat; we should like to dwell on that 
curious autobiography, tracing the gradual development of the 
greater part of the family of mortal sins” in the character of 
the hopeful youth, till he became a student of Pisa, and saw 
Lord Byron, and read his poetry, for this makes one great 
epoch in the history. The wandering “ Childe Harold” was 
then in Pisa—in popular estimation a spirit of evil in human 
form on some daA and mysterious errand to the children of 
men—but in the eyes of the wondering student, the very Apollo 
of the Vatican. Byron henceforth became “ his master and 
his model.” Banished for a time from the tmiversity for too 
"keen an appetite for politics, and in after life closely watched by 
the police as a restless conspirator brooding dark schemes and 
plotting nobody knew what—dodged by the gens (Tarmes^ for 
the paternal government temporibus illis kept a keen look out 
upon its subjects, and most kindly wished “ every man quiet 
and peaceful with a wife and at least four children”—imprisoned 
once or twice on mere suspicion, and liberated again without 
knowing why or wherefore—and then banished again to Porto- 
ferraio, where he planned his romance on the Siege of Florence. 
Guerrazzi, in short, had laid up capital” to be turned to ac¬ 
count when opportunity should toffer, ' Ilis romance especially 
was a fierce defiance of the powers that were in those days; he 
wrote a book because he could not fight a battle,” and here is 
his picture of his own romance,— 

“ I thought it charity to ply all the tonnents used by the ancient 
tyrants and by the holy office, and to invent others still more atro¬ 
cious to excite the sensibility of this land fallen into miserable lethar¬ 
gy ; 1 wounded it and poured into the wounds brimstone and burning 
pitch; I galvanized it, and God only knows the trembling anxiety 
with which I saw it open its closed eyes and move its livid lips. . . . 

^ This mpnthly review appeared first in 1821, and ceased in 18(12. Among 
the contributors, besides those named above, were Ridolfi, Cappoui, Inglurami, and 
Itomagnosi. 
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I chose the part of Prometheus and wished to animate the statue, 
oven though the vulture shall prey upon my vitals for ever/’— 
{Mmorie^ pp. 94, 95.) 

A taste for tho-^tremendoxxs —le goutdes emotions —w'as sure 
to be gratified by that patriotic romance, and even the Queen 
Mab could hardly match the wild profanity of those which pre¬ 
ceded or followed. A whirlwind to move the waters of the 
Lake Asphaltites—a blessing or a curse from heaven, it mattered 
little which, if Italy should Iwe —and if not,— 

‘‘ Exoriare aliquis nostris ex ossibus ultor ! 

Such w'ere the grand ideas of that school of Romanticism by 
which a new era was to be brought in. And are these the men 
who are to dry tlie tears of the Niobe of nations? Are these 
the prophets of the future ? To the credit of Mazzini we do 
not nolcl him accountable for the wild excesses of his party: 
there is a sublimity in his faith in the destinies of Italy that 
raises him above the mere reverses or successes of the moment— 
a poetiy, a sentimentalism that refine and elevate the prophet of 
the “ Republic one and indivisible”—an earnestness and devo¬ 
tion in his Pantheistic creed that set him far apart from the 
grosser materialists. But let the truth be freely told of all, and 
certainly the extremes in the Italian struggle were Despotism 
and Priestcraft on the one hand, with Democracy and Pantheism 
on the other. 

We do not set forth Guerrazzi as a type of the Tuscan, 
Liberal, though his book procured him such incredible popu¬ 
larity, that Gualterio speaks of it as marking an epoch in the 
history of the revolutionary movement. (^liivolgimentiy vol. ii. 
p. 52.) In fact Guerrazzi partakes more of the nature of the 
Sicilian or the Corsican^ than of the refined and gentle Tuscan. 
The national character in the land of painting and of song has 
been softened down almost to eflFerninacy, and is sadly wanting 
in vigour and independence. In the Florentine, acute, polisljed, 
and graceful—true son of “ la gentile Firenze”—the heroism of 
the old Republican has died away. lie can raise a cenotaph to 
Dante, but Dante sleeps afar” beside the pine trees of Ra¬ 
venna, and his native city wants even the ashes of the stern old 
Ghibelline. That single city—the judgment is Mariottfs—has 

We give as an illustration the epitaph to his father’s memory which Guer¬ 
razzi inscribed on the tablet under the portico of the church at Mouteiiero : — 

Hie intus 

Francisci Guerratii 
insontes cineres ^ 

Expectant postremum Dei judicium 
Sine pavore. 

His father he describes as a man of no religious profession. 
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given birth to more great fhen than all the rest of the peninsula, 
but the tombs of Santa Croce are a poor defence against the 
brute force of the Austrian. 


The “paternal Government” of Leopold JI., guided by Fos- 
sombroni, and afterwards by Don Neri Corsini, was occupied at 
first with the material improvement of the State. Infant schools, 
normal schools, the education of the deaf and dumb, savings 
banks, and the draining of the Maremme, were quite enough for 
a ministerial programme. Education was the mania, and it is 
but fair to mention Raphael Lambruschini, nephew of the old 
illiberal Cardinal, as foremost in the work. Reforms of law and 


railways came later, but for a time Tuscany was turned into a 
kind of large academy. A grand festa^ the meeting of the 
scientific congress at Pisa, the inauguration of a statue to 
Galileo, a magnificent discourse from Rosini, and a thousand 
other things, and Tuscany was quiet under her mild absolutism. 
The affairs of Rimini disturbed the frontiei's a little in 1845, 


but “the manifesto of Rimini” 


was corrected and modified at 


Pisa, in the rooms of Montanelli, a professor of the university, 
and Renzi was allowed to pass through Tuscany when flying 
from the shirri of old Pope Gregory. It is true w'hen the Grand- 
Duke visited Rome in 1841, Gregory XVI. extorted some kind 
of promise that he would repeal at least some of the Leopoldine 
taws ; but the minister, Don Neri Corsini, refused to sign any 
act that would mar tlie work of Peter Leopold, or change the 
traditional policy of the Palazzo Vecchio; and the Pope, in his 
allocution read in the next consistory of Cardinals, made bitter 
reference to the disappointment of his liopes, and to the slippery 
Grand-Ducal faith :—“ Sed celsissimus ille Dux quae nobis pro-- 
misit non temdtr {Gualterio^ ii. 71.) Such promises were 
considei'cd “ more honoured in the breach than the observance 
and in those days Massimo d’Azeglio printed in Florence his 
fearful exposure of the Papal Government. But on the death 
of Don Neri Corsini, in 1845, when the Paver and Baldasseroni 
ministry came into power, a policy of approximation to Rome 
and Austria began. Even in 1846, when Rome suddenly be¬ 
came liberal, Tuscany was retrograding, and the Government 
seemed to have passed into the hands of the police at the Palazzo 
Non-Finito. Tlie elements of a revolution were gathering on 
every side, but Leopold II. was blissfully unconscious: “ il 
n^avait rien su, rien vii,*rien prevu ” * It was not, however, the 
time precisely for concentrating all power in the person of the 
Grand-Duke. The enlightened Liberals of Florence—the Baron 
Ricasoli, the Marquis Gino Capponi, Cosimo Ridolfi, the advo¬ 
cate ^alva^jnoli, and others, had the courage to warn the Go¬ 
vernment of the impossibility of turning back the spirit of an 
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enlightened age to the theories of the later Medici. In Fisa, 
Montauelli, mild, dreamy, and fantastic, now Mazzinlan and 
democratic, and again Giiobertian and theocratic, changing with 
every new idea that roused his fancy, was exercising a para¬ 
mount influence on the youth of the university, and Guerrazzi 
was supreme in Leghorn. There was no liberty of association, 
of speech, of the press, and it was only by papers clandestinely 
printed that the wants and demands of the people were made 
known. And these demands of the Tuscan Liberals were emi¬ 
nently moderate; the leaders of the movement in Florence were 
men of the highest education and character; the Pisan profes¬ 
sor was of too pliant material to be much dreaded—wood per¬ 
haps for the manufacture of a Mercury, but certainly not the 
block out of which to carve a Brutus. The Government at last 
gave way,* and granted Liberty of the Press, (May 1847.) 

We have no intention of telling over again the old story of the 
Revolution. It was the same thing everywhere—the press, the 
civic guard, a constitution, Custoza, Novara, and the reaction. 
But two matters are important at present—the political career 
of that remarkable man whose trial in the Florence courts is 
now exciting an almost exclusive attention in Italy, and the 
claims of Tuscany generally on the gratitude and good laith of 
the Grand-Duke. After one or two liberal measui’es in 1847, 
the Marquis Cosimo Ridolfl became minister, and Tuscany kept 
pace in reform with the best of Italy. A constitution was 
solemnly granted in Feb. 15, 1848; then came the war and the 
cabinet of Gino Capponi. The Pisan students, with Montanelli 
at their head, had fought valiantly at Curtatone, where Monta¬ 
nelli had been wounded, and borne as a prisoner to the citadel 
of Mantua. The news of his death had been s})read at home, 
and funeral honours decreed him, but having returned after¬ 
wards by an exchange of prisoners, his popularity was unbounded. 
But the Mazzinian agitation had begun, “ the war of kings had 
ended,” and Italy must henceforth trust to “the war of the 
])eoplc.” A certain democratic orator, wonderfully gifted in his 
way—Padre Gavazzi may perhaps remember the name—reached 
Leghorn, declaimed, and was arrested; an uproar followed, and, 

* Gualterio has devoted a whole chapter to Mr. Cubdeu’a viKit to Italy at this 
time. Ill Tuscauy, the native groqnd of the Free Trade prineiples^ the Academy 
of the Qeorgofili inscribed his name on their Album, where the name of Sir 
Robert Peel nad been inscribed betbre. The ministers Paver and BaldasseronI 
took part in the public homage to the Free Trade agitator. When Cobden rose to 
give thanlm for this honour, he certainly touched a point peculiarly suitable to the 
time “ We succeeded/’ he said, “ because a great minister had comprehended 
the duty of changing his opinion, and what is more honourable for him, had the 
courage to confess it.’* The eyes of the academicians were turued;||p Paver and 
Baldasseroni. {Quedterio^ vol. v. p, 446.) 
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finally, in September, th^ insurrection of Leghorn. To quiet 
the insurgent city Montanelli was appointed governor, and ma¬ 
naged his affairs so well that in a month he had ousted the mi¬ 
nistry, and, in company yvith Guerrazzi, was^ in the cabinet at 
Florence, with war and the constituent for his programme. 
The “Apostolic Pilgrim” of Gaeta, however, anathematized the 
constituent, and the poor Grand-Duke, filled with spiritual ter¬ 
rors, consulted the Pope on his new position. The answer may 
be easily imagined, and the Grand-Duke himself, attached to the 
old paternal absolutism, had never liked the new ideas, and, fol¬ 
lowing the pontifical example, fled to Gaeta. 

The ministry resigned, and the scene that followed was a 
stirring one. In the Piazza of the old Florentine Signory—^the 
scene of so many a drama, under the Loggia of Orgagna, where 
the priors of the liepublic had given way to the hired guards of 
the Medici, and where the Berseus of Cellini still stands sword 
in hand, holding up the head of the Medusa—^the Circoli held 
their noisy meeting to decide on the affairs of State. They elected 
a Provisional Government, and appointed Guerrazzi, Montanelli 
and Mazzini ministers. We dare say the scene was quite as 
fine as any old Guelphic or Ghibelline triumph in the annals of 
Florence, but it lacks the halo of antiquity to make it imposing. 
Caesar Augustus, in a fashionable Parisian costume, or Dante 
dressed a la mode, would be sadly reduced in our imagination. 
We suj)pose, judged by the standard of our modern civilisation, 
even the godlike kings who fought at Troy would be about on a 
par with as many chiefs of American Indians fighting for a hand- 
.soine sfjuaw. Had the thing happened in our days, it would 
have been settled diplomatically by a charge d!affaires; even 
Lord Palmerston would not have thought it necessary to send 
round the Channel fleet to the mouth of the Scamander, to put 
an end to a quarrtl so disreputable, and the whole jnatiriel of 
Homer’s deathless Epic would have been condensed into a column 
of the 'Times. It is a comfort to think that these modern scenes 


will become grander as they get older. 

The triumvirate—the Republic proclaimed at Leghorn—the 
decisive defeat at Novara—Guerrazzi dictator, and Montanelli 
sent to Paris—a dispute with Mazzini on the unijication or fusion 
of Tuscany with Rome—a counter revolution in favour of the 
Grand-Duke—Guerrazzi in opposition, and at last sulkily giving 
in—the Grand-Duke reballed, and Guerrazzi imprisoned—Leg¬ 
horn bombarded by the Austrians—the Grand-Duke’s return in 


the uniform of an Austrian general—the reaction, imprisonments, 
and a trial three yearjs after —such is the modern history of 
Tuscany. ^ 

Brft thefe arc matters of more importance connected with tins 



96 Tuscany, 

4 

reaction than the trial of Guerrazzi arid his associates, and which 
demand the attention of the European governments. ’ 

And first of these is the threatened absorption of Tuscany into 
the Austrian empire. It would be tedious to follow the perse¬ 
vering attempts of Austria to make Tuscany a mere fief of the 
empire, or to appeal to the long list of treaties that establish its 
independence, From the Quadruple Alliance of 1718 down to the 
Treaty of Vienna in 1815, for the diplomacy of the Tuscan 
succession would fill a volume. But especially since the rival 
claims of Austria and Spain were adjusted by the treaties of 
1765, (for w§ do not speak of the cession of Lorraine to Fi'ance,) 
the preserving of the distinct independence of Tuscany, and its 
separation from Austria, has been the unvarying policy of the 
younger or Italian branch of the house of Ilapsburg-Lorraine. 
Leopold I. maintained it firmly against the emperor Joseph, 
and when he himself was Kaiser, lie adhered most scrupulously 
to his former policy. After the general overturn of the conti¬ 
nental governments, and in the re-organization of 1815, Tuscany 
was fortunate in having such men as Fossonibroni and Don 
Neri Corsini to defend its ancient rights “ against all deadly 
and if treaties are of any value, the lOOth article of the Treaty 
of Vienna put the independence of Tuscany under the safeguard 
of the great powers of Europe. Yet even this did not prevent 
new attempts of the Imperial Cabinet on the autonomy of the 
weaker State, and especially in 1824, on the death of Ferdinand 
III., the Austrian minister at Florence was directed to concert 
with the heir of the Crow’n the terms of the proclamation an¬ 
nouncing his accession, and thus, to maintain the appearance of 
feudal rights in the Grand-Duchy, Count Bombelles went ac¬ 
cordingly to the Arch-Duke Leopold, but was received instead 
by Fossombroni, as minister of the new sotereign. The ambas¬ 
sador, disconcerted by this reception, annoifRced that he was 
sent to the Arcit-Duke Leopold^ but Fossombroni replied that ho 
was authorized by His Imperial and Royal Highness the Grand- 
Dvdee Leopold II., to receive any communication made to him as 
Secretary of State. The Austrian diplomatist was not in fact 
received by the heir of the Crown, and the next morning, the 
same proclamation that announced the death of Ferdinand, 
announced also the accession of Leopold II. 

Since the restoration of 1849, in direct opposition to the policy 
of a century, and to the spirit, at leas’t, of the general law .of 
Europe, as established by the Treaty of Vienna, Tuscany has 
be^ a garrison of Austrian troops. Let it be remembered that 
the forcing of the constituent on a Constitutional Sovereign was 
the work of a noisy minority—that the democratic i^nistry and 
the dictatorship fell in less than six months after their foimation. 
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and that the Grand Dulce was recalled by the acclamation of 
the people; and on what plea was that convention between the 
cabinets of Florence and Vienna for tlie occupation of Tus¬ 
cany by Austrian troop^signed in the April of 1850? The 
Tuscan Court would perhaps have prefdfred a restoration by 
force to the spontaneous movement of the*'people: certainly 
Rome and Naples would have considered it more ^ la mode: 
but when Leghorn had yielded to the troops of Baron d’Aspre, 
and the overwhelming majority of the Tuscans desired to settle 
down under the constitutional regime, on what plea is a land 
professedly independent still trodden down by the feet of the 
Austrian soldiery? Is the spirit of the treaties of 1815 to be 
violated, that Austria may sit like an incubus on the Italian 
peninsula, and that the heir of the Holy Roman Empire” may 
not only abolish the wise and tolerant laws of the Emperor 
Joscpli in the Empire itself, but also eiiable the scarlet despot¬ 
ism of the seven hills td remove the ancient landmarks wliich 
the legislature had sot up in Italy itself against its exorbitalit 
pretensions. Austria is thus consolidating her power in unfor¬ 
tunate Italj', and everywhere in favour of despotism and priesN 
craft: and the only plea that can be urged is this, that the 
restored governments of 1849 have become so intolerable that 
they cannot exist without the protection of the Austrian bayonets. 
lOngland cannot look on carelessly, and that commercial treaty 
which the Cabinet of Vienna (if the rumour be true^ is attempt¬ 
ing to force on prostrate Tuscany, may yet teach her that her 
own interests are concerned in demanding that the Austrian 
troops should be withdrawn from a kingdom which the general 
law of Europe has recognised as independent. Something has 
been already done in this w^ay when the able diplomatist now 
at Florence retrieved the singularly mismanaged Mather busi¬ 
ness, but that w^as a slight matter to the English interests that 
will be involved, if Tuscany be virtually absorbe*d by Austria. 

Again^ the whole Leopo'ldine legislation is in danger of being 
overthrown, and civilized' Tuscany i*educed to the model of 
Naples and the Pontifical States. We shall not waste time in 
noticing the miserable intrigues of the agents of tlie Papal 
Camerilla to induce the weak and snpei'stitious Leopold II. to 
undo the w^hole wwk of the former princes of his liouse. We 
have sketched as fully as our space would permit the Lcopoldine 
system under which Tuscany had prospered for a century : but 
wc may allude again to its three great ))rinciples according to 
the definition of the Tuscan jurists. 1st, Laicity of the State, 
Le.y its independence of Papal control. 2d, Equality of all in 
face />f the law; and, 3d, Economic liberty. Or let us state 
those principles more fully, so as to convey an adequate idea of 
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a system that is connected with the w^ole civil life of the people, 
that com6s home to their bosoms and business, and touches 
their interests every hour. The neutrality and distinct political 
independence of the State : liberty oilfconscience: civil emanci¬ 
pation of the Jews^ aiTd subjects not Catholic: a mild criminal 
code with public trial of the accused ; equality of tatation, and 
the abolition of municipal immunities; the nomination of bishops 
by the State, and the Exequatur as a defence against liomish 
aggi*ession : the suppression of the Foro Ecc^astico', of the 
Inquisition, and of the Jesuits: .the rhortmain laws and abolition 
of entails : the regulation of conventual discipline : municipal 
liberties, and a' constitution “ looming in the future.” Such is 
the system that in the middle of the nineteenth century, and in 
a kingdom civilized beyond any in Italy, is in danger of being 
abolished that Tuscany may swarm with monks and friars as in 
the palmy days of Cosmo de Medici. 

It is right to state that the agenfs in these intrigues are 
Lucchese. That little Duchy of Lucca, incorporated with 
Tuscany in 1847 on tlie death of Maria Louisa of Parma, bad 
not partaken of the Leopoldine reforms ; and has now furnished 
agents, of whose character the less w'e say the better, to do the 
work of the not very scrupulous Court of.Rome. The abolition 
of the laws emancipating the Jews, entire priestly control in the 
matter of education, and the free action of the Church according 
to the old regime, were the first matters proposed : and,even at 
present the Jewish liberties Itave been curtailed by the abolition 
of the constitutionschools and teachers have been entirely 
subjected to the control of the clergy by the late law on educa¬ 
tion, and by the concordat of April 1851, the Church has made 
the first grand step towards resuming all its former privileges. 
The Concordat was professedly a mere instalment, and yet it 
establishes the complete freedom of the clergy in their ministry, 
and the publications relating thereto, and in their communica¬ 
tions with the Holy See. ^Bishops were left at full liberty 
henceforth to commit the Lent preachings and missions gener¬ 
ally to wliomsoever they pleased; and, besides, the censorship 
of books treating ex professo of religious matters, and the 
authority of prohibiting to the fiiithful. the reading of any 
book whatsoever, were committed to the four Archbishops of 
Florence, Pisa, .Lucca, and Siena, the sixteen bishops, and 
their enlightened, liberal, and tolerant clergy. The subject 
of marriage belonged of course to the canon law, And the 
fifteen articles of this Concordat of the 25th of April were 
agreed on and signed by (Cardinal AnMnelli, and the minister 
Baldasseroni, at the very time when Piedmont, having passed 
the Siccardi Laws, was preparing to erect the very bulwarks Jhat 



99 


Dangers of the Reaction. 

« 

Tuscany had thfown down! The first great step then has already 
been made towards the abolition ctf the whole system of Peter 
Leopold: the ultimate aim, from which the Papal Court has 
never for one moment deviated since the days^f Pius VI., being 
to re-establish the old mortmains, the ecclesiastical immunities, 
the Inquisition, and the Jesuits I A ebmpreKensive programme 
this for 1852 I To the honour even of the Baldasseroni and 
Lauducci ministty, be it said,- that they have hitherto resisted 
these last proposals, and the Luochese ^ent of the Papacy has 
been dismissed for the time from the Cabinet; but unless the 
representatives of such great powers as are still free interfere 
to protect tlie sacred rights of a whole people, or another re¬ 
volution shake the central seat of continental despotism, Tuscany 
is now too feeble to defend the laws to which her sovereign was 
sworn. 

The iJiird point which we notice is the entire abolition of the 
constitution of February 15th, 1818. It is needless now to 
appeal to the oath of the Prince, or to the solemn promise given 
verbally by Leopold II. to the Tuscan deputies at Gaeta, and 
afterwards repeated in the proclamation of the 1st of May 1849, 
to preserve and to develop the constitutional regime he had in¬ 
stituted. The great example of political immorality had been 
already given by Pius IX. Austria, too, has set aside without 
Compunction the constitution of the 4th of March, and, unfor¬ 
tunately, examples are but too abundant; and yet we are justi¬ 
fied in citing-the case of Tuscany as the most glaring. We 
exclude France, of course, whi^ as^'ltecomes an original, inde¬ 
pendent, and free-thiiiking nation, never condescends to follow 
any stereotyped course or ecclesiastical canon for making oaths 
and breaking them. In Italy, however, there is a plain, ordi¬ 
nary, Macadamized road, by which reactionary princes invariably 
travel. But let it be remembered that what Tuscany sought 
wa.s not Democracy, (we except the few now uiTder process, and 
their adherents,) but constitutional government. The Medici 
themselves had not abolished the old “ Conrteil of Tw'o Hund¬ 
red,” and “ Senate of Forty,” which represented the popular 
clement; and the first Leopold, had the times been ])ropitiou8, 
would have extended that rimresentation to the whole State. 
Before the reforms i)f .1848, during a hundred and ten years, 
the Austrian Grand-Dukes and the French had introduced and 
promoted a new civilisation, and it cannot be said of the TuscaJi 
people that they are now unfit for-constitutional government. 
They are educated and intelligent,, temperate and moderate; 
they have been accustomed to municipal forms, and they have a 
his^y and traditions jaf greatness, and a name imperishable in 
the annals of Italy; and, with all these clairasj their cities must 
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be guarded by foreign soldiers vvLo cannot speak their language, 
ana their every movement watched by spies and the police. 
That system of spies and informers, above all, tends to corrupt 
and demoralize, and by none of the Italian dynasties has it been 
plied more perseverin^y than by the princes of Lorraine. Even 
Leopold I. spent enormous sums on spies; it was a taste of liis 
family, and his Austrian mother kept spies on him ; and it is 
notorions that Leopold II., who keeps his subjects under such 
infamous surveillance^ is himself watched on behalf (cS Austria. 
There is no free press—no liberty of speech—suspicion and dis¬ 
trust pi*evail; and cases are but too well known in which the 
priest has divulged the secret of the confessional, the wife “ in¬ 
formed” upon her husband, and the father on his child. And 
through the ever^Tvatchful police, imprisonments take })kce, and 
cases are gravely tried on the most ridiculous pretences. We 
shall merely cite one such case. A confectioner of Siena had 
prepared in the materials of'his “calling” a figure of Italy, and 
adorned it with the three national colours—a fine thing for 
children to look at in the cook-shop window I The confectioner 
was dted before the tribunals, and “ the great gingerbread case” 
became famous among the lawyers of Siena. There was no 
law, however, on the statute-book that made a parti-coloured 
cake offensive to the Grand-Duke, “ his crown and dignity 
and the confectioner, triumphantly acquitted, was allowed hence¬ 
forth to work out his politics in pastry. 

We know not in what terms to describe the infatuation with 
wliich Leopold II. seems to be hastening on in the destmetion 
of all that w as noble in his dominions. The trade of Leghorn 
has been sacrificed to a league witii Some, and when commerce 
has diminished the Government begins to enlarge the port. The 
Universities of Pisa and Siena have been sacrificed also—their 
chairs sufqjressed, that money may be saved to pay the Austrians. 
One journal stifi free prot^ted indignantly against such van¬ 
dalism, and was suspended, and finally suppressed. But un¬ 
happily this Is not uie worst* It is not our purpose here to 
speak of those religions persecutions for which in these late days 
Tuscany has been distinguished : yet let us state the great 
leading fiicts in reference to the origin at least of sueli persecu¬ 
tions. The reforms of Leopold I. and of Scipio do Kicci were in 
^vance oi their age, and yet they were by no means unproduc- 
^ve. Church of Borne was kept in check, and education 
of a mote and liberal kind, as it supplanted the miserable 
IMdeatly tutoi^ip, not only destroyed in the minds of the people 
the absurd superstitions against which Bicci strove in vain, but 
also led them on in the search for truth. And that educational 
movement of which Raphael Lambruschini was the bead, could 
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not fail to prepare the way for something more than its promo¬ 
ters had dreamed of at the first. The Bible, the great enlight¬ 
ener, made its way into Tuscany; and many years ago, a few 
Florentines, and among them Count Piero Guicciardini, forsook 
the Papal system for simple belief in the Word of God. It was 
no <]uestlon of churches or church govemmdtat with these few 
earnest menj it was not even a question of Protestantism or 
Popery, but simply of Bible teaching—“ What saith the liord 1” 
And hence their unwillingness to give any merely negative 
character to their creed, and their prejudice, very natural in 
Italy, though somewhat unreasonable, against the name of “ Pro¬ 
testant.” xhe first year of revolution was a time of feverish 
political excitement, when the masses were too much occupied 
u ith the stirring e\’ents of the day to have much time left for 
calm and sober and earnest study of religious truth. But at 
that brief season of unbounded liberty, or of anarchy, the Bible 
spread over all Italy; it was printed in Florence, and in Borne 
itself. But after Kovara the ix'action came with its atrocities, 
and the voice of the “Holy Father” who had blessed the banners 
of the Italian armies, was lifted up in anathema against that 
very movement to which ho himself had given the first impulse. 
I’ius IX. regained his throne, but lost all moral power in Italy. 
A system of which he was the head and chief could scarcely be 
’infallible. The Bible was opened and studied earnestly; and 
the result, especially in Florence, has been the entire abandon¬ 
ment of Boman Oatbolicism by hundreds of the population. 
I'lie law documents before us, to go no further, attest it as a 
notorious fact that the principles of Protestantism, or of the 
Bible, have spread almost in every town of Tuscany. An 
attempt was made to crush this rising spirit of inquiry, but the 
\ery effort to prevent inquiry had, as usual, the effect of adding 
all the zest of prohibition to a subject that bad already excited 
bo strong an interest on its own account, The^irculation of the 
Bible was declared illegal, but it spread mqre widely than before. 
A few Bible readers were' imprisoned, and a few others banished, 
and the interest increased $ and now there can scarcely be less than 
two thousand people in Florence, who adhere to the word of God 
alone as their rule of faith. No charge has been brought against 
them of political partisanship, or of disloyalty to the »}vereign; 
and if one thing is better established than another in connexion 
VI ith this Tuscan movement in favour of the pure gospel, it is 
this, that it has nothing to do with politics.' The calm, mil^ and 
dignified Guicciardini was no agitator, as all Florence knows, y^ 
he is an exile for conscience* sake.^ In Malta, in Piedmont, in 
th^wiss valleys, there are banished men of Tuscany, who have* 
bqai driv en there for the sake of God’s own word, “ to taste the 
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savoar of other pcojilu's bvcad.” In ^ho prisons of Lncca and • 
VoIteftpa-^w« have the law dptniments Wore iWH-thaere are 
celll of t^bndetnncd;” and safFerers against whtwi no other 
chajrge has been biought thanr this, thnt Uief read and bcdlcvcd, 
or Taught the Bible. And mnch niore that these documents 
have not brought to light ne might disclose of the measures 
tliat have been taken to gratify the reMntment of a priestly 
party, n ho feel that their power is departing from them. 

But to one fact we would call specuil attention; in these laws 
and measures affecting tlie Church, Tuscany is but going hand in 
hand with Austria. In the empire, the Josephine laws since 1781, 
like the Leopoldino laws iit the weaker state, were unfavourable 
to Bomish pretensions: the two sons of Maria Theresa pursued 
the same system; bat the new laws from Vienna on tne 18th 
and 23d of April 1850, abolishing the Placet, or, in other words, 
annulling the Exequatur^ and those other measures which have 
followed in quick succession for the last two years, are under¬ 
mining the whole legislation of Joseph II. It is a singular fact 
that Austria, the most unbending and uncompromising sup¬ 
porter of the old etatus quo^ that knows no progress and admits 
no change, should yet in the inmerial Cabinet effect a revolution 
of her own in favour of the Papacy. The heir of the Holy 
Roman Empire, and the' occupant ot the chair of Hildebrand, 
have leagued themselves together for a common struggle. Their 
interests are now one, and they must stand or fall together; and 
their joint aim is to enslave the bodies if they cannot enslave . 
the souls of men. Austria invokes the spiritual terrors which 
ill other days Rome could use so well, and Rome entrusts the 
defence of her tottering throne to the strong arm of the Groat 
and the Slaav\ France may be the eldest daughter, and may 
get a kind of hesitating compliment at times, fur in truth She 
has been a wayward child, but Austria is “ the sword of the 
Church.” At the head of the new crusade against the minds 
and consciences of ipen are* the Princes of Hapsburg and 
Lorraine. Bat let not the continental rulers thinic that they 
can continue a system of government in opposition to the intelli¬ 
gence of a people, or corrupt with impunity the conscience of 
their solyects. Those old idols of the Pai^cy that bigotry or 
priestcraft is dressing up again—those painted Madonnas that 
are winking at Rimini most knowingly, or working miracles at 
Florence, are sadly out of date. Ino and jf^rs and 

meritorious mendicants, redolent of every odottr bn^ that of sanc¬ 
tity, have become almost an anadtronism even in tire sonrii, and 
they might be left to die out peaceably. We are not Iconoclasts 
inidie grosser sense. "We would deprecate asjoudly as ^ny the 
||nrn5ng of Vallotnbrosa into a cotton factoty;"^ and arffor those 
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• iat old fathers of Camaldtii, so hospitable and so fond of snuff, 
we would not “ pull down their nests” about their ears, e&pe- 
ciallj as the disciples of St, Bomnald are robed in white, and 
even our northern metaphysics could scarcely^ make them out to 
be “ the crows” of a monkish rookery. But* we think, in Tus¬ 
cany, the time has gone by for such things, unless the present 
efforts of the Papacy succeed in bringing back that “ ^oss 
darkness” which is their proper element. The fanaticism of the 
Flagellant! has not been revived—the Knights of Malta exist as 
yot out in name anrl tradition j and the Jesuits, like witches by 
a running stream,” are standing on the bank, but have nut 
crossed tlic Amo. To force the institutions of the worst times 
of the Papacy on a comparatively civilized people, against their 
mind and conscience, is but an idle effort at the best; and to 
darken and deprave a nation with the idea of making them more 
peaceful and submissive to botli Church and State, is of all ex- 
])edients the most mistaken. A people without the fear of God 
w ill not continue long to honour the king; and if we mistake not 
the signs of the times, there is a terrible retribution coming to 
those Continental rulers who have used their power m crushing 
the conscience of their subjects. An inBdel spirit is spreading 
fast and far among those who cannot as ratiounl men believe the 
lying legends of the Church of Homo, and who do not seek guid- 
•ance in the Word of inspiration—a daring and God-defying spirit 
that makes small account of law either human or divine; and if 
we mistake not, with this rising inBdelity, both despotism and 
Popery must soon strive hand to liand. Dies irae dies ilia ! 

xet it is perhaps better that the constitution of Februaiy has 
been finally and fully abolished, than that it should exist only in 
name. It has brought out more distinctly the true state of 
tilings, both as to the measures and the men. The once popular 
Leopold n., and his patriot path, have become a byeword among 
his people, and we cannot refrain from quoting «one stanza of the 
“ Casa Guidi Windows,” which perhaps, on the whole, the Grand 
Duke might consider as slightly personal. 

“ Why swear at all, thou false Duke Leopold ? 

What need to swear t What need to boast thy Ugod 
Taintless of Austria, and thy heart unsold 
Away from Florence ? It was understood 

made thee dot too vigorous or too bold. 

And men had patience with thy quiet mood, 

And women pity, aa they saw thee pace 
Their festive streets with premature grey hairs: 

We tqrned the mild dejoefikm of thy face 
princely meaniiigit, took thy wrinkling c.ires 
For ruffling h<^pes, and eWUed ibt>e wcuk, not base. 
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lieitor to li"ht the torches for more ^rayera, 

And smoke the pale Madonuaa at the shrine, 

Being still ‘ Our poor Grand Duke/ ‘ Our good Grand Duke,’ 

^ Who cannot help the Austrian in hia lino/ 

Thau write an Oath upon a nation’s book 

For men to spit at with scorn's blurring brine! 

Who dares forgive what none dan overlook f" 

¥ 

The decree that abolished the Statuto dissolved of coarse that 
party who had clung to the faded rag of a constitution as the 
bauner under which they were to fight. The two parties are now 
Absolutism and Democracy; —the princes themselves have 
destroyed, or are fast destroying, that great party who sought 
to harmonize the rights of the crown with the interests of the 
people. Should another revolution come,—and who can tell what 
a day may bring forth!—there can scarcely be a constitutional 
party, for, with the exception of Sardinia, there are no consti¬ 
tutions. The intelligent, enlightened, and liberal advocates of 
progress are thus made over to Mazzini, and the Italian rulers 
are doing more to increase his partisans than all the agents of 
his Central Committee. These reactionary sovereigns must 
reap the fruit of their own misdoings. If Leopold II., like 
Charles-Albert or Victor-Emmanuel, had maintained the free 
institutions he had founded, then, in the event of another 
attempt to o\ertum his throne, we believe all Tuscany—(with 
the single exception of Leghorn, for which we would not like 
to answer in any such contingency)—would have rallied round 
the iiouse of Hapsburg-Lorraine : but now when the oath 
“ written on a nation's book” has been shamelessly broken 
—the pact between prince and people destroyed—the liberty 
of conscience outraged—the civilisation of a centuiy threat¬ 
ened—however v\e deplore the struggle that is inevitable, wo 
have but small respect for a nation of crouching slaves, and 
honour the men of stout heart and strong arm w ho stand up for 
their homes and their household gods. And such men there are 
even in Italy. From Leopold II. little can be expected; for, 
even excluding his wliplo Florentine entourage, his Austrian 
relations on the one hand, and his Neapolitan on the other, and 
above all the infiuonce of Home acting on his feeble character, 
have placed him almost beyond the possibility of recovering the 
position he has lost. Hut there is much to give hope in the 
growing intelligence of Tuscany. We do not speak at all of the 
unfortunate prisoners of the lievolution of 1848-49, who are 
now under trial iu the courts. We cannot sympathize with the 
attempt then made to overthrow the constitution in favour of a 
mere fraction of the people. But let them be fairly tried, nqt by 
new laws or by old, but by the laws which existed at the twe, 
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it! short, by tho Cdustittftion with the fulness of its liberties. 
We do not think the voliiniies that have been written in their 
defence have tuade out a good casfe in thefr behalf; and it is 
humiliating to find such a man as Gueirraziji urging the plea, 
that while acting ostensibly as Dictator in a democracy he was 
privately intriguing to bring back the Sovereign! It would 
nave been far nobler to have adhereii firmly and manfully to the 
principle of a republic “ one and indivisible,” than to have ela-. 
borated such a portrait of himself as a mere shuffling intriguer. 
While we pity the fallen, we cannot sanction the raiSicbievous 
division they created when Tuscany was advancing towards full 
constitutional liberty; or the occasion they furnished, and the 
plea they gave, to a reactionary party to annul those liberties 
which had been granted and abused. 

We know not kovo far the influence of England might yet 
make itself felt in the affairs of Italy, but the firm remon¬ 
strances of a great power, and some appearance of determination 
to uphold timse treaties with which British interests are con¬ 
nected, might prevent more evils than we yet dream of We 
have an accomplished and liberal diplomatist at Florence, but 
he must abide by the instructions of his Government, and Lord 
Malmesbury, at least, needs the spur of public opinion. The 
atrocities of Messina were checked by our ships of war in the 
•Mediterranean, no doubt much to tne annoyance of certain 
“ allied and friendly” powers;—but as long as Italy remains in 
its present condition, we are untrue to our own interest and our 
own character, if we are not in opposition to all retrograde 
measures. Our ships of war hovering about the coast of Italy 
are “ a terror to evil doers” in the lower part of the Peninsula, 
and especially to the Court of Rome, that would urge on the 
subject States to any measure of reaction in favour of the 
Papacy— 

“ Gens inimica mihi Tyrrhemim navigat*sequor.” 
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Aht. TV.—1. Corneille et son Temps: Etude JAttiraire. Par M. 

Guizor. I’arii: Didier. 1852. 

(^Corneille and IIU Times. By M. Guizot. Loudon: Bentley. 
1852.) ^ 

2. Sh(d \j7eare et son Temps: Etttde TMtemire. Par ]M. G uizox. 
Paris: Didier. 1852. 

{^Shakspeare and llis Times. By M. Guizot. London ; Bent¬ 
ley. 1852.) 


One looks at these volumes with mingled feelings of pleasure 
and pity. As the elegant productions of an able and scholarly 
mind they could not but be welcome at any time; yet in tlie 
tact of their appearance at present there is enough to an aken 
sad thoughts. A few years ago the author had no leisure for 
such things: the cares of a nation were upon him, and his 
hands n ere deep in civil intrigues and distractions. A blast oi* 
French impatience, or, as some believe, of something stronger 
and better, blew the system with which he was associated to 
pieces ; and for a while he had his place among our noted exiles. 
Farther changes have permitted him to return to France; but 
these changes have carried France still farther from the situa¬ 
tion to which Ins policy belongs, and it is difficult to foresee that 
any turn of afifairs will bring the country again into a state in 
which he shall be as prominent in the national politics as ho was. 
In these circumstances, Af. Guizot, with a resigned spirit of in¬ 
dustry which docs him honour, has betaken himself once more 
to the literary pursuits of his youth. All the world must be 
glad of it. Inhere are differences of opinion as to the political 
merits of M. Guizot; there is no difference of opinion as to his 
literary talent. Jle ought to be a favourite author everywhere, 
and particularly with Englishmen. More solid, accurate, and 
austere than most of his countiymen, yet highly giffed with 
that spirit of scientific generality, that tendency to express truths 
in comprehensive forms, for which the French are remarkable, and 
of which the English, as some think, have too little, he is precisely 
the man to exercise a beneficial influence over English readers 
at the same time that he pleases them. Of all his works known 
to us, bis History of Civilization in France deserves the highest 
praise in this respect. It is a book to be read and read again, 
not only as a compendinm of rich matter relative to the progress 
of Europe in general, and of France in particular, during the 
middle ages, but also as an admirable specimen of the scientific 
mode of treating history. If M. Guizot gives us more such 
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hooks now, we shall not *regret that he has ceased to he an 
active politician. ' 

The works before us arc republlcatiops, with a few changes and 
uddiUoiVs, of essays published' long' Ago* - The pieces which 
form the volume on Corneille werA' ptpbiMhed, as early as 1813, 
when the author was only twefity^fk yeA^ of age. They con¬ 
sist of an essay on the state of poetry iwFrance before Corneille; 
an essay on the life and works of Corneille; and sketches, 
prepared by the late Madame Guizot, bat revised by her hus¬ 
band, of three of Corneille’s contemporaries, Chapelain, Eotrou, 
and Scarron. The volume on ShaKspeare consists of an essay 
on the life and works of Shakspeare, published in 1821, and his¬ 
torical and critical notices of sixteen of Shakspeare’s plays; 
with which is incorporated a review of the state of the dramatic 
art in France in 1830, written by M. le due de Broglie on 
the occasion of the representation oh the French stage of Alfred 
de Vigny’s translation of Othello. The two volumes together 
may be considered as furnishing M. Guizot’s confession of faith 
in poetical matters, particularly as regards the drama. 

We must confess that we have found both the volumes less 


interesting than we expected. We use the word “ interest” ad- 
vjscdly. A plea in behalf of “ the interesting” in literature 
seems to us to be much needed at the present time. Wo would 
'lay it down as a canon that no book can be good that is not (in 
its kind, and in relation to those who are intellectually compe¬ 
tent to its matter) interesting. This might seem a truism, were 
it not practically denied every day by the timidity of our critical 
judgments. There are many books which pass as good ones, and 
are praised as deep,>solid, and what not, notwithstanding that 
they are, nay, in some cases, possibly just because they are, 
transcendently uninteresting. If the style is dull; if there are 
no gleams of light, no sallets, no brisk allusions; if the matter 
does not stand out aboye the surface in clear Shape and relief, 
but only peeps forth here and there, suggesting something amor¬ 
phous underneath—then, forsooth, the book is a deep one, and 
the author is a man of heavy ntetal 1 People ought to have 
courage to resist this fashion, and never praise a book that does 
not interest them,. Ho ouij ^ Entitled to praise a hook tliat does 
not interest Kim, True; on .the Other hand, one is not entitled 
to dM])raise a hook simply because it docs not interest him. Bnt 
to the right kind of reader’no‘good book is dull; and, the right 
kind of reader being Sappo^d,-—is, a reader intellectually 
competent to the intrinsic matter of the book, whatever it is,'— 
then, if a hook is dnll^ it is hot a good one. Wc^maintain that. 
this#«anon will sweep the whole range” of interesting .books .froin 
'Kixii to Pickwick, and fail in no one case. Let it’then l^.madc 
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absolute. Let it be insisted on that* every book shall be Inter¬ 
esting, shall have as much of the merit of literary fascination as 
the conditions of its subject will permit. For, after all, it will- 
be found that this,very quality of interest, so far from being at¬ 
tainable only at the expense of what is intrinsic, actually in¬ 
creases in proportion as the claims of the intrinsic are attended 
to ; and that, of any two ♦ooks on a given subject, the one which 
satisfies most strictly the deepest conditions of the subject, will 
also touch most keenly the nerves and the humanitie.s. Even 
in the “ thrilling” interest of novelists such as Eugene Sue^ de¬ 
pending as that does in part on the reckless audacity with which, 
in their coarse.fashion, they tear in among the topics of greatest 
social imiport and the most agitating to the people, there is, we 
believe, a lesson for higher literature, could it only be expound¬ 
ed and seen into. On the other hand, such a work as that con¬ 
taining Niebuhr’s investigations into early Roman history, of ex¬ 
traordinary merit as these are, wonld, we believe, have been all 
the better, even in its own order, if it had been more readable. 

In hardly any class of books are there such easy elements 
of interest for cultivated readers as in the delightful and in¬ 
creasing class to which the works under notice belong. It 
would be difficult for stupidity itself to make a literary bio¬ 
graphy totally uninteresting. Tiiei’e are always, in such a 
case, anecdotes, extracts, and scraps of miscellaneous informa-’ 
tion, which it costs little trouble to put together, and which 
serve to amuse. Interest of this kind, therefore, one might 
have expected from any writer, and especially from any French 
writer, that should have undertaken to prepare a w'ork, either on 
Corneille and his times, or on Shakspeare and his times. It 
.would have been difficult for any writer, in such a case, not to 
have resuscitated some of the humours of the courts of Richelieu 
and King James. But, when a writer of M. Guizot’s powers 
undertook to ftifhish the world with two such literary mono¬ 
graphs, it was natural to expect a still higher order of interest. 
In addition to anecdote, extract, antique reminiscence, and 
sketches of the society of Paris and London in the seventeenth 
century, one might have looked for profound criticism, accurate 
portraiture of individuals, original combinations and interpreta¬ 
tions of facts," and fine displays of historic insight. After such 
a writer had “ dnne” Corneille and his times in a volume for 
the market, one might have expected that that portion of the 
literary history of France would thenceforth be seen as a defined 
circle of clear light in the distance of the French past, with all 
the chief figures of the time distinctly nroving in it, and Cor¬ 
neille most distinct in tlie midst. And though as much Uqidd 
hardly have been demanded from his treatment of the Engqsh 
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siityect, Shakspearo beInfU ft plicnomenon wliJcb it does not seem 
to be given to Frenchmen to understand, yet, that his picture 
would have conveyed to his countrymen some vivid idea of the 
traits of the great Williams/’ as Dumas eaya our Swan, and 
some deep appreciation of English poetry in general, is what 
might have fairly been anticipated. 

These expectations, as we have sai<b are not fully answered. 
The books are, indeed, decidedly superior, as books go; and, if 
we I’eiTiember the time at which thcj’' were written, our estimate of 
thouf must be farther enhanced. But, tried by the standard of 
M. Guiz<)t’s reputation, and the capabilities of the subjects, they 
are somewhat below the mark. Our complaint against them is, 
that they are not so interesting as they might have been; by 
which, according to our definition of the word interesting, we 
mean tliat they are not the best specimens of M. Guizot’s great 
and peculiar powers. 

The volumes certainly contain a great deal of information, 
pleasant in itself^ and collected with considerable pains from 
authentic sources. That on Corneille, in particular, will, in this 
respect, be interesting to English readers, whose knowledge of 
the life and writings of the French tragic poet is necessarily more 
limited than that of his admiring countrymen. The melange 
of facts, anecdotes, quotations, and sketches of old Parisian 
Celebrities of the days of Richelieu, given in this volume, will 
accordingly be very agreeable to such readers among us as are 
fond of literary history and literary gossip. Even here, how¬ 
ever, owing ])erhaps to ]\I. Guizot’s comparative deficiency in 
that light esprit for which Freaichmen of much less ability are 
remarkable, and which enables them to catcli up the humours 
of a period, and tell them with case and point, tliere is more 
ilulness than might have been expected. Much of the infor¬ 
mation is presented rather in the form to which we used to be 
accustomed in such dry books as Wharton’s Ifistoiy of Poetry^ 
than in the form which the better art of Macaulay, Scott, and 
other historians of antique literature has now made common. 
The essa}^ on Poetry in France before Corneille, is indeed 
full of a kind of interest wliich Wharton never reaches; but 
this arises from the critical skill with which the development of 
the poetic style in France is traced through its successive repre¬ 
sentatives, De liorris, De Mean, Marot, Konsard, and Malherbe, 
to its maturity in Corneille, rather than from any special liveli¬ 
ness in matter and anecdote; Madame Guizot’s portion of the 
volume is, in this respect, better than her husband’s ; hersketcli 
of the poor cripple Saarron and his household is, in particular, 
verwtouching and graceful. So also, curiously enough, the 
niopt lively part of the volume on Shahspeare is the review of 
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the French sta^ and of the perforAiance of Othello before a 
French audience, contributed bj M. de Broglie, The i-emain- 
der of the volume will, indeed, have the same fortunate advan- 
tage, as regards French readers, that the volume on Corneille 
has, 4 s regards English i^caders—its, information will be for 
the most part new.. In the essay on the life and writings of 
Shakspeare, for example,-the French reader will find accumu¬ 
lated for him all the common stdriefs of the poet’s decr-stealing, 
horse-holding, t&c., of which we in this country have got tired, 
together with many facts relating to the J&jnglish Theatre of 
tho days of Elizabeth; tvhile, in the appended criticisms on 
Shakspeare’s plays, there are admirable summaries of the origi¬ 
nal tales from which the poet borrowed bis plots, with refer¬ 
ences to the probable books from which he took them. All 
this must be interesting to Frenchmen, who are not so Sliaks- 
peare-mad as vv^e, and whom more meagre materials than any 
writer now dare bring to us, about our idol will satisfy. What 
kind of facts M. Guizot relates to his countrymen about the 
bard of Avon may be judged from the following specimens:— 

“In 1586 he (Shakspeare^s-father) was superseded in his func¬ 
tions as alderman, which he had already for a long time ceased to 
discharge. Other causes besides poverty may have contributed to 
his removal. It has been said that Shakspeare was a catholic: it 
appears at least certain that such was the creed of his father; fbi*, in 
1770, a slater, in repairing the roof of the house in which iShak- - 
speare was born, found, between the timber work and the tiles, u 
manuscript, placed there doubtless at a time of persecution, and con¬ 
taining a profession of the catholic faith, in fourteen articles, all com¬ 
mencing with these words, ‘I, John Shakspeare/”— Shakspeare et son 
Temps^ p, 21. 

“ Shakspeare was not fifteen years old when he was taken away 
from school to aid his impoverished father in his business. It must 
have been then tlfat, according to the tradition of Aubrey, William 
exercised the bloody functions ccyinected with the trade of a butcher. 
This supposition is now revolting to the commentators of the poet; 
but a circumstance related by Aubrey hardly permits of doubt on 
the point, and reveals, at the same time, this young imagination 
even then incapable of submitting to vile employments without at¬ 
taching .to them some idea, some sentiment, ennobling them. ‘When 
he killed a calf/ Aubrey was told by the country people of the neigh¬ 
bourhood, ‘he would do it,in a high style, and make a speech,* ^‘11 
Ic faisait aVec pompe et prononcait un discours/) Who does not see 
the tragic poet inspired by the specittcle of death, were it but that of 
an animal, and seeking to render it imposing or pathetic ? Who does 
not figure to himself the scholar of thirteen* or fourteen years, his 
head, full of his first literaiy acquirements, his- mind struck, pcvfiups, 
-by some theatrical representation, elevating, in a poetic transport, 



Ill 


Shaiapeare and the C(df, 

animal he was about to strilce, to the dignity of <a victim, or, perlmps, 
even of a tyrant.”— IMd. pp. 22, 23. 

L What our Colliers and our Ilalliwells will say to the first of* 
tlieso stories (Guizot in this volume gives* nO: references to 
authorities) we. do not know. The controversy as to the religion 
of Shakspoare’s father is familiar to every one; but the episode 
of the slater is new to us. We wonder if the manuscript was in 
old Mr. Shakspeare’s own handwriting, as that would be of 
some importance in connexion with another controversy, the 
oxistGTice of Guizot does not seem to be aware of. 

Altogether tlic^story is worth its weight in gold, and bio|^aplfefs 
are fools not to have made more use of it. Fancy the glimpse 
it gives into the household of the old alderman of Stratford, the 
fatlier of nine, ten, or perhaps even eleven children,” as M- 
Guizot has somehow ascertained, William being ^‘the third or 
fourth,” and the first boy! Tliere must have been stuff in an 
old fellow, (more wit than courage though,) who, when a storm 
of persecution was blowing, fell upon the notable device of writ¬ 
ing out his profession of .faith, or getting it written out for him, 
and then poking it into a hole in the roof of the liouac for pos¬ 
terity to find—thus at once pi'otocting his skin, saving his 
conscience, and enjoying a joke. The story, you see, is the 
most likely in tlie world. And then so like his son, too ! Did 
*not Sliakspeare the younger do exactly the same thing? Did 
Ise not also take the precaution of depositing his real profes¬ 
sion of faith in the roof of a house, so that posterity might 
discover it in due time; and lias not a slater been and gone the 
other day to the Uujing-liolc, and found out that Shukspeare was 
an Atheist? 

The story of tlie calf, too, what a new turn Guizot has 
given to it I The story in Aixbrey is, that he, gleaning information 
from among the country people about Stratford, some thirty or 
forty years after Shakspeare’s death, heard that, when the poet 
was a boy some eiglity yeaiNs before) he used to assist his 
father in his trade as a butclior, and that when he killed a calf 
ho did not do it like anybody else, but with a flourish and an 
oration. To a dull English imagination, this story, taking it for 
true, is rather humorous than otherwise. One sees the young 
poet, with his knife in his right hand, and his left on the neck 
of the calf, not proceeding in a stolid butcherly way to kill the 
animal without sharing the pleasure with any one else, but 
turning first to the boys and girls gathered round him in the 
backyard, and, with that gift of fluency which lie always pos¬ 
sessed, improving the occasion wdth a speech. The speech, we 
fanf^, might pretty frequently run thus: “Hero is a calf; 
ciitlefs are necessary; I’ll kill the calf—I’ll kill him” This 
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would be when lie felt the full flurry blithe moment; but some¬ 
times he might be more staid and theatrical—Ye boys of 
Stratford, lo! I kill a calf;” and soinetitnes pathos might pre¬ 
dominate, and th^re would be an allusion to the feelings of the 
calf’s mother. So we fancy the incident, always supposing that 
it ever happened. But the imagination of M. Guizot is more 
reverent. In his picture of the incident one sees no such vulgar 
boy of Stratford, but a white-robed j'oung flamen with upturned 
eyes, performing solemnly an act of sacrifice, or a juvenile 
Brutus enacting in thought the part of a stern tyrannicide. 
This, we take it, is French imagination, imagination a la mode 
Francaise. 


Our readers will pardon us for taking note, rather too dis¬ 
tinctly as it may seem, of these trifles. Wc do not think them 
trifles. There is too strong a tendency among our biograjdiers 
to catch up any stories, probable or not, that may come in their 
way as they seek for matter for their volumes; and though we 
have learnt, we trust, to keep this liabit in clieck, aiul lo treat 
tradition more rigorously in our biographies of Shakspearc, 
there is no safeguard, unless it be in ridicule from this side of 
the water, against the currency for a long time to come of sncli 
loose Shahspeariana in France. If Guizot offends in this i‘e- 
spect, what are we to expect from other Frenchmen who may 
write about the great Williams?” Besides, in the second of' 
the two cases mentioned, there is a deeper reason for special 
notice. In the curious sentimental transmutaticM to which 


Aiibrej^’s stor}’'—a story with which we l)ave no other quarrel 
than that it wants authentication—is ti'eated when it passes into 
Guizot’s mind, we see traces of a radical defect of view wliich 
appears and reappears throughout the whole volume. Tlie 
same difference that there is between tlie English and the 
French picture of Aubrey’s legendary incident, the same differ¬ 
ence is there between the English and the French appreciation 
of the poetry of Shakspeare. rThis will become evi<lent as w'o 
proceed. 

Passing, however, from tlie minutise to the more general im¬ 
pressions of the works before us, we have to remark as an 
additional reason for a want of interest in them proportionate to 
the claims of their splendid subjects, the absence of any suffi¬ 
ciently vigoi’ous and sustained attempt to portray tlie characters 
of the men described. Whatever else the first volume had 


aimed at, it should surely have aimed at depositing in the mind 
of the reader a distinct and finished portrait of the man Corneille. 
We do not speak here of that precise and elaborate account of 
the peculiarities of his genius which was to be derived frrfisi a 
critical investigation into his writings, but of that more popufjir 
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delineation of Ins physiof^itomy, habits, and circumstances as a 
man and a Parisian of the seventeenth century, which, tliough 
it could not have been prepared without the aid of his writings, 
might have been derived in the main froin external records, 
AVe do not assert, either, that no description is given of Corneille 
under this aspect, or that the volume fails in conveying what 
may j)ass for a real likeness of its princij)al subject; we only say 
that M. Gui/ot has not mffi,cienihj made this a point to be 
accomjdished, and that he has not succeeded iii painting Cor¬ 
neille in this volume with the same distinctness, for example, 
with which, in his GirVZzation. in Frcince^ he has painted the 
portrait of (^liarlemagne. Materials, we should suppose, were 
not more defective in the one case than in the other; it even 
seems tliat it would bo far easier to add a distiiict and authentic 
likeness of CoriRMlIo to the portrait gallery of eminent French¬ 
men, than a similar }K)rtrait of Chaidemagne. AVbat was want¬ 
ing was only the conviction that it ought to bo done, and 
resolution and ])atient art to do it. In the case of Shakspoare 
tin? omission, while it is more obviou^ is also more excusable. 
If his own countrymen cannot agree upon the portrait of the 
poet, if tlierc arc as many ways of describing him even in Kng- 
lisli as there arc Knglish biographers of him, it was not to be 
expected that a foreign biographer would venture on any very 
•specific delineation. Potter, ])erhaps, tliat he should leave llie 
face and figure of the great unknown as hypothetical as lie 
found them. And yet we think, with all allowance, that ]\L 
Ciuizot iniglit luive done a little more in this respect than he 
has attempted. AVho has ever looked at a cast or an engraving 
oi’the Stratford bust, witli its full and inobilejyet small-featured 
face, so thoroughly the faee of a litei ary man rather than a man 
of action; who has ever read Bon .Ionson'’s gossip about Shak- 
spearo and bis contemporaries with Drummond of llawthorn- 
den ; nay, who has ever critically read Shakspeare’s own 
poems, and ospccially his minoi; poems, without forming an 
image of the poet and his ways whicli he knows must be so far 
autiumtie ? Besides, it is im]JossibIe to write about any man 
without having f^ome image of him and In’s circumstances, true 
or false, before the mind’s eye ; and, true or false, this image 
will appear in the mere tenor of the narrative, wliethcr it is ox- 
])ressly set forth or not. It is not, thcrefoi’e, that there is no 
indication in the present volume of the impression entertained 
by M. Guizot respecting the character and personal environment 
of Shakspearc; it is that M. Guizot has taken no pains to make 
this impression distinat and vivid to himself or Jiis readers, and 
that^rthe inij)ression, so far as it is possible to gather it, is poor 

ani unreal. 
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Tliat our readers may judge for diemselves of the truth of 
these remarks, wo shall quote the passages in which the nearest 
approach is made to a specific delineation of the two men. 


Corneille in lik rehiions with JUchelieu^ the courtiers, and the antics of 
his time, —“At this juncture in his history, when Corneille is about 
to enter personally into the lists in opposition to such powerful ene¬ 
mies, it is necessary that we should obtain a complete idea of his 
character and position, in order to be able rightly to judge both of 
the necessity for making concessions, and of the courage requisite for 
resistance. Corneille was immediately dependent upon the Cardinal, 
whom, in a letter to Scudery, ho calls ‘ your master and mine/ 
This expression shocked Voltaire ; but it was noj at all at variance 
with the customs of Corneille’s time. At a period when gentlemen 
of the highest birth entered the service of others more rich than 
themselves ; when money was the natural price paid lor all services, 
and wealth a sort of suzerainty wliich collected around itself vassals 
ready to pay it a kind of homage that was considered perfectly legiti¬ 
mate, wx* need not be surprised that a burgess of l?oiien felt no shame 
in considering himself a domestic, or, if you prefer it, a subject of an 
all-powerful minister, whose liberality was his mainstay, anil in whose 
favour his hopes were cejitred, . . . Wo shall meet with many 

actions and words, in the life of Corneille, utterly at variance with 
our ideas and habits. AVe shall pass with surprise from his tragedies 
to his dedicatory epistles ; and we shall blush to see llie same hand— 

La nui'in qui crayonna 

Lame du grand Pompec ot resprit do (hnna,— 


stretched forth, if wc may he allowed the expression, to solicit libe¬ 
ralities which it did not always obtain. . . . J^et us first look 

at Corneille in his social relations. Destitute of all that diHtinguishe.s 
a man from his equals, he seems to be irrevocably doomed to pass 
unnoticed in the crowd. His appearance is common, his conversa¬ 
tion dull, his language inoorrecl, his timidity awkwai-d, his judgment 
uncertain, and his experience perfectly childish. If he finds himself 
brought into contact, cither by neccs&ity or chance, wdth j)ersoii3 
whom birth or fortune has jdaced above liiin, he docs not rightly ap- 
preMatc the position which he occupies in respect to thorn, but thinks 
only of the one connexion—of protector and protected—wdiich sub¬ 
sists between him and them. Of all their diflerent titles to conside¬ 
ration he regards only the claims which they may possibly liavc to 
his gratitude, and thus he will place a Montauron on a level with, if 
notabove, Richelieu and Mazarin, It is always possible to determine 
by the nature of the homage which Corneille pays, the amount of the 
reward he received for it. . . . But [M. Guizot here quotes La 

JBruyere] Met him elevate himself by composition, and he is not in¬ 
ferior to Augustus, Pompey, Nicomedes, or Hcraclius. He is then 
a king, and a great king; he is a politician—nay more, ho is a philo¬ 
sopher/ He bus passed into a now sphere; a new horizoit has 
opened before him; he has escaped from the trammels of a position 
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wlilch bound down Ins imagination to the interests of a fortune far 
inferior to his faculties; he can now appreciate all the duties neces¬ 
sarily imposed upon generous souls, by an important existence, a lofty 
destiny, and the possibility and expectation of ^lory; and with all 
the' force of deep inward conviction, he has laid upon his heroes 
obligations which he had not been accustomed to attach to the humble 
social existence of Pierre Corneille. . . . There is, however, one 

point on which he is raised by this existence above the vulgar herd 
—his works issued from the obscurity in which his life was spent. 
l>y his literary renown he acquired public importance, and thence¬ 
forward he regardetl his renown as an object of duty. In his works 
he pays proper respect to himself; with them was connected not only 
the honour of his glory, but also the dignity of his character ; he would 
deem himself degraded if he did not acknowledge their merit with all the 
frankness and boldness of a cliampion entrusted with their defence, or 
if he consented to abdicate the rank in which they had placed him. 
‘ It is not your fault/ he says to Scudery, ‘ that, from that Jirst rank 
in which I am placed by many competent persons, I have not descended 


low'cr even tlian Clavcrct/ . . . Nevertheless, even wliilc defend¬ 
ing himself so proudly, Corneille did not depart from the ordinary 
itleas and hiibits of his conduct, or those which concerned him as a 
man and not as a poet. IJc evidently believed in two very distinct 
kinds of honour, which it appeared to him all tlio more ridiculous to 
confound together, as he made no use at all of one of them. The 
^SLime man wlio, in tlie had dilated so loftily upon the duties itn- 
j)osed by honour upon brave men, did not think it necessary to fultil 
those duties himself; and, looking at his physical courage as entu'ely 
unconcerned in the question, lie thus replied to Scudery s rhodomon- 
tadcs ; ‘ There is no necessity ft*r knowing how much nobler or more 
valiant you may be than mysoUi in order to judge how far superior 
the Cld is to the Amant IAIxtuL I am not a tlghting man; so, in 
that respect, you have nothiug to fear/ So strong was his conviction 
that the !h>nonr ot* Corneille did not depend upon physical courage,” 
—Corneille ajul his Times^ pp. 173-181. 


Shakspextre in London^ and at Stratford. —“ l^xtenially, however, 
his cxistcjK'o seems to have pursued a tranquil course. His name is 
not mixed up with any literary quarrel; and, but for the malicious 
allusions of the envious Hen donson, hardly a criticism would asso¬ 
ciate itself with the eulogiums which mark its superiority. All the 
records of the time exhibit to us Sbakspearc placed at hist as he 
had the^ight to pretend to, sought after for the cliarin of his charac¬ 
ter, as much as for the pleasure of his wit, and the admiration due to 
his genius. A glance cast into the affairs of the poet proves also that 
he began to carry into the details of his life, that regularity and 
order which arc necessary for respectability. He is seen purchasing 
in succession in his native district a house and different pieces of 
landj^of which he formed at last a property suflicient to ensure an easy 
lifcj, The profits which he derived from the theatre in his capacity 
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as author and actor, have been valued dt two hundred pounds ster¬ 
ling a year, a considerable sum for that time ; and if the favours of 
Lord Southampton were added to the economy of the poet, we may 
' infer at least that he did not employ them ill. . . . Like MoHere, 
Shakspearc, if we ^except his intimacy with Lord Southampton, 
sought above all his habitual relations among the men of letters, 
whose social condition he had probably contributed to raise. The 
Momaid Club, founded by Sir Walter Raleigh, and where Shak- 
spearo, Ben Jonson, Beaumont, Fletcher, &ic., used to meet, wtia 
long celebrated for the wit-combats between Ben Jonson and Shak- 
speare, a frivolous amusement, in which the vivacity of the latter 
gave him an immense advantage over the laborious slowness of his 
rival. The examples that are quoted are hardly worth the trouble of 
collecting. Few hons mots can have a career of two centuries. . . . 
Who would not think that a life thus become honourable and plea¬ 
sant would long keep Shakspeare in the midst of social circles suit¬ 
able to the requirements of his wit, and in the theatre of his glory ? 
Yet, in 1613 or 1614 at the latest, thi'ee or four years after liaving 
obtained from James 1. the direction of the Blackfriars Theatre, and 
though one cannot discern that thex'c was any displeasure towards 
him either on the part of the king to whom he owed this new fivour, 
or on the part of the public whom lie had just j>rcsented with Othello 
and the Tempest^ Shakspeare quitteil London and the theatre to go 
to live at Stratford, in his house of Neiv Place, and in tlie middle of 
his fields. Did he begin to feel the want of family life? If so, he 
might have brought his wife and children to London. Nothing in¬ 
dicates that he had been much put about by tins separation. During 
liis stay in London he made, it is said, frequent journeys to Stratford; 
but he is accused of finding even on the road distractions of the same 
kind us had consoled him at least for the absence of liis wife. . . . 
if the Sonnets of Sliaksjxeare were to be regarded as an expression 
of his most habitual and cherished feelings, one would be astonished 
at never finding there a single word relative to his home or his chil¬ 
dren, even the son he had lost at the age of twelve. Yet Shakspeare 
cannot have been jgnorant of paternal affection ; he wlio in Machcih 
has painted, &c., could not luive looked at his own children without 
feeling the tenderness of a fatheVs heart. But Shakspearc, as his 
character presents itself to us, was a man to find, for a long iieriod, 
in the distractions of society that which could hold, in his thoughts 
and life, the place he was capable of giving to the aflectious. How¬ 
ever this may be, it is more difficult to fix on the causes which deter¬ 
mined his departure from London than to perceive those which may 
have prolonged his stay there. Perhaps some infirmities had come 
to warn him of the necessity of repose; perhaps also the very natural 
desire to show in his native place a style of life so different from that 
which he had brought from it, induced him to hasten the moment of 
renouncing labours whicli had no longer for th^ir recompense the plea¬ 
sures of youth, . . . Now pleasures could not be wanting to Shak- 
spearo in his retreat. A natural tendency to enjoy all things r^n- 
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dereJ equally fit for the hai^piness of a quiet life him whom Jt liad 
drawn from the vicissitudes of a life of agitation. The first mulberry 
tree introduced into the neighbourhood of Stratford, and planted by 
the hands of Shakspeare in a corner of his garden at New Place, 
attested for more than a century the gentle simplicity of the occupa^ 
tions that filled up his days. An easy competence, the esteem and 
friendship of his neighbours, all seemed to promise that which crowns 
so well a brilliant life—a tranquil and honoured old age—when, on 
the 23d of April the very day on which he attained his fifty- 

second year, death removed him from this condition of calm and 
comlbrt, whose; happy leisure he would perhaps have not alw'ays given 
up to repose rdone .”—Shakspeare et son Temps^ pp, 123-127. 

From writers of less ability than M. Guizot this might be 
accepted as very good charactor-drawdng. What is actually 
said both of Corneille and of Shakspeare, is ])rohably in the 
right direction ; and, w'ith the exception of a certain tinge of the 
false in the estimate of Shakspeare, arising from one or two 
minute inaccuracies as to facts and dates wliich we could point 
out in the paragraphs quoted, there is perhaps nothing that 
would require to be positively altered or struck out. But the 
(hdiiieatioii in both instances is too light, conventional, and 
irresolute. Botli ('orncille and Shakspeare, w’e venture to say, 
had good decided faces of tlieir own, not in the least like each 
Hither, and whicli, wdieii once seen, impressed themselves so that 
there could bo no difficulty in remembering or recognising thetn 
afterwards. Now’, though w-e wall not say that, if we had met 
Corneille coming out of Biclielieu’s door in Paris, or seen 
Shaks])oare standing by the mulberry tree in tlie garden at 
New' Place, w'c should not have liad a suspicion, from IM. 
Guizot’s descriptions, that the ungainly shopkeeper-looking man 
with the manuscript in Ills hand, was Corneille, and the mild 
elderly gentleman, Shakspeare; w'e are not sure how much in 
this case would liavc depended on our prior kiwwdedge that the 
door was liichcliou’s, and the garjen, the gai’dcn of New’ Place, 
Stratford. Had we met the mild gentleman at Richelieu’s door, 
W'C might liavc supposed him to bo Corneille; and had w*e seen 
the ungainly shojikeepcr-looking man going up the gravel-walk 
at New Place, reading a manuscript, w e might have supposed 
him to be Shakspeare reading one of his plays. And the 
reason is, that wdiilc M, Guizot suggests the ungainliuess in the 
one case, and the mildness in the other, (supposing that these are 
the real characteristics,) he does not do so firmly and impres¬ 
sively, like a painter stire that he is painting from the life- How 
much more grapliic vespecting Corneille are the contemporary 
allusions ]which M. Guizot’s want of art has obliged him to add 
in jfoot-notos, instead of involving them in the text—as, for ex- 



118 Gmzot on Corneille and S/iahpearc, 

ample^ the saying of Fontenelle, “ M^Corneillo was ratlier large 
and full of body, and very simple and common in appearance 
or the declarations of Vigneul Marville, the first time I saw 
him I took him for a shopkeeper/’ and “ his conversation was 
so dull that it became burdensome, even if it lasted only a short 
time;” which last is good-humouredly confirmed by Corneille 
himself, wdien he says that people could I'arely hear him 
without getting tired, unless when he spoke through the mouths 
of others!” There is the germ, indeed, of a very fine apprecia¬ 
tion in the view which M, Guizot gives of Corneille as at one 
moment the poet nerved even morally up to the pitch of his own 
glowing intellectual conceptions, making kings and heroes stalk 
across the stage, and filling their hearts with all kingly resolves 
and their mouths with all kingly speeclies, and then the next 
moment dropping plump down, amid the circumstances and 
needs of his own individual life, into an awkward timid ci’cature, 
respecting every body, and saying wliat any body that had 
money wanted him to say, so long, always, as they did not 
again rouse the lion in him by attacks on his literary reputation, 
l3ut even this is only suggested, and tlie reader has to work out 
the view for himself. As regards Shakspeare, there is even a 
greater want of decidednoss in seizing the indisputable charac¬ 
teristics. If that general mildness and tolerance of sj)irit is >sug- 
gesled, which all the biographers scein to be agreed upon, thei'e 
is no qualification of this by the addition of those traits which 
are infallibly indicated by contemporary allusions wliich jVI. 
Guizot himself must have met with in Jiis rcscarclies, as, for 
example, the trait of excessive fluency in speech, certified by 
Ben Jonsoii, or by the incorporation of those deeper hints of 
intense spu'itual significance wliich are to be derived as authen¬ 
tically from the poet’s own writings. M. Guizot makes refer¬ 
ence to the Sonnets, but he shews no adequate sense of their 
biographic value, 

A comparison of these “.studies” of M. Guizot with tlio 
similar writings of Macaulay, or any other of our most cele¬ 
brated biograpliic essayists, will illustrate what we have been 
saying, and will make it manifest that Guizot’s highest talent 
does not lie in character-painting, lie excels ordinary waiters 
here as in other things; but this is not his most notable point of 
superiority. Naturmly more at home in the region either of 
research or of abstract thought, he has not that instinctive 
facility in dealing with the concrete, that artist’s power of divin¬ 
ing the characteristic attitudes of the men he describes, and 
representing them against backgrounds ef cunningly-imagined 
circumstance, which other writers of our day posses^; noi’ has 
he attempted in the present instances to repair this defect in f-hc 
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only way. in which it c^n be repaired, namely, by laborious 
investigation, the systematic accumulation of particulars so as 
to evolve a general idea. This last, to judge from his historical 
works, few men could Jiave done better. $ 

It may be said, however, that this is too severe a test to apjdy 
to publications put forth as mere ‘^literary studies” by a man 
who has done so much work besides, and one of them, too, 
put forth at so early a period of his literary life. Setting aside, 
however, the fact that the earlier of those studies is the better 
and more finished of the two, we cannot admit that the test in 
question is too sevei'o to be ajjpHed to literary studies, of which 
such a man as M, Gui/ot is the author, and such men as Cox*- 
neille and Shakspeare the subjects. W(i would a])])Iy the 
same test, if necessaiy, to any of j\Iucaulay‘’s essays, which ai‘e 
still less pretending in foi’rn. liut, leaving this nuitter to be 
decided according to taste, wo shall insist no inoi'e upon the 
merits or demerits of the books, considered willi I’cference to 
their success as biogi ajdiies, but shall turn to the examination of 
them, in what may after all be their more intentional chai’actcr, 
as treatises of litci’aiy criticism. Here, at all events, it will be 
admitted, they are to be tried by the highest standard ; for in 
whatever shape a critic ])uts fortli his opinions, whether in a 
folio or in a ])amj)hlct, the o])iiuons themselves are as long and 
* broad as the chances of their application, and it is with the 
oj)inions that we liave to do. 

There are two styles or inethodsoflitci'ary criticism at present 
in practice. There is, first, that style or method of criticism 
wliicli views literary woi’ks not so much in themselves as in rela- 
tioii to humanity either in the individual or in the ej)och. Ac- 
coi’ding to this view of criticism, the business of a critic is to 
regard a poem or other work of literary art as an Illustration, 
expression, or, if we may so speak, secretion of the whole mental 
state of the contcmjiorary period. AVhat he lias to do, thei*e- 
forc, is to establish gcnei'ally and* make clear in particular cases 
this x'eciprocal relation; to show of any given book, on the one 
liand, liow it is a development of the forekxxown genius of the 
man, or, on tlie other hand, rcvci’sing the process, how the man 
may be infexTed and construed out of it. Literary criticism, so 
understood, allies itself, it will at once be seen, with biograjdiy 
and history. Books ai’e stifpt of tliat prestuje wliicli would 
exempt them from the common lot and the common inc^asurc of 
human things, and aiithoi\ship is bx’ought down into co-cquality 
and competition with all the thousand other inodes of human 
activity. As battles mre the warrior's tribute to civilisation, and 
sign^s of the social tendencies at work in the time, so books are 
tlte good or bad deeds of the author tow'ards the race, and the 
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symptoms of the social condition out of which they spong. One 
might fairly ask in this view, though without much hope of an 
answer, which is deeper in point of significance, or higher in 
point of merit—a?sonnet or a skirmish, a treatise or a victory, 
a Waterloo or an In Memoriam^ Now we are great admirers of 
this theory and this art of literary criticism. We think that it 

f »roceeds at once on a nobler view of literature and a inoi'e pro- 
bund philosophy of human nature; and we believe that the 
finest feats of modern criticism arc to be traced to its growing 
prevalence. True, it briiigs us into contact with great difficul¬ 
ties. In the case of a Dante, a Byron, a Burns, or any others 
of the so-called “ subjective” poets, who write out almost pro¬ 
fessedly their own feelings and experience, the method spon¬ 
taneously forces itself into view; and hence in tliese cases criti¬ 
cism has always gone hand in hand with Biography and History. 
But how apply the method to the so-called objective” class of 
writeri^, wliose productions are, to all appearance, not revelations 
of self) but merely shapes and phantasies in ideal matter ? How, 
for example, deduce a Cid or a CinnaWom the personal existence 
of a Corneille; or how refer the noble sentiments of those heroes 
who dared all for honour, to their spring in the soul of a man who 
would have made any apology in the world for any act of his 
life rather than face a pistol ? Or, to take a still more curious 
example, Avhich would fall strictly under the same liead, liow‘ 
identity the grandeur of the Noemn Onjanum with the life of 
Lord (Chancellor Bacon ? Was he, as tlie poet says, the meanest 
of mankind, and, if so, could bo be the wisest, and can his 
Organum be a great book ? These are problems which we 
have as yet no calculus to solve, and yet which necessarily arise 
out of that view of criticism whicli we have been describing. 
Mcanwliile, therefore, we must still fall back, in a great measure, 
upon that other kind of criticism which is consecrated by the prac¬ 
tice of all ages, And which consists in viewing the productions 
of literature, not in their relation either to the personal liistory of 
their authors, or to the peculiarities of the social progress at tlie 
time w'hen they were written, but simply as exercises in a special 
art, which has or may have its own principles and rules. It was 
Wordsworth, we think, wlio maintained that this should be the 
only kind of criticism, and that it was not proper, in investigat¬ 
ing the works of a poet, to make any reference to the man. 
Except as a precaution against the mere impertinence of con¬ 
temporary gossip, or against shallow judgments respecting the 
lives of literary men of previous times, we have no respect for 
this maxim, and even think it likely to do harm. Still, precisely 
as there may be a criticism of battles, apart altogether from •con¬ 
siderations of tlieir social meaning, as mere exercises in an ^rt 
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whose principles arc fixefl or may be fixed, so there may bo a 
criticism of books apart from all consideration of their biograjdii- 
cal or historical significance. A tragedy may be viewed as a 
tragedy; it may be gone over in detail, ami its beauties or its 
blemishes detected and explained; the plot, characters, lan¬ 
guage, division into scenes, &c., may be all tried according to 
certain principles which regulate, or are supposed to regulate, 
this species of cornjwsitiou ; if there are deviations from these 
principles and still the effect is fine, the reasons for this may be 
assigned, and the assumed principles shewn accordingly to be 
so far modifiable; the tragedy may bo compared witli })rovious 
works of the same kinil, and its special merits or defects, as a 
whole, may be thus more clearly brought out—and all this may 
be done without any I'etrospoctivc allusion to tlie character and 
circumstances of the autlior, notwithstanding that it is well 
uiulerstood all the while that tlie tragedy could not have been 
Avhat it is, liad not the author been precisely such and such a 
man, situated jirecisely in such and such circumstances. Only 
Shakspeare coidd Imve written King Lear; and yet, once writ¬ 
ten and ]mblishcd, King .Lear an existence by itself which may 
walk loose about the world, and be studied by men as one of 
many similar tilings belonging to a common denomination, with¬ 
out ever referring to its parentage. The best collection of prin- 
c!})les in this kind of criticism, particularly as regards tlie Drama, 
is pcrliaps that contained in the Poetics of xVristotle. A masterly 
analysis of the laws of dramatic effect, so far as these accorded 
witli the (ireek mind, or bad been exhibited In Greek examjiles, 
this treatise has (jome down to us with all the weiglit that an¬ 
tique authority can give it as a jiernianent rule in literature. 

In tlio works before us we have a mixture of both kinds of 
criticism. The writings of the great French and tliose of tlie 
great English dramatist are studied in connexion with their lives 
and with the social peculiarities and tendencies of their times; 
and yet tliero are independent criticisms of tliese writings as 
separate and individual exercises in the dramatic art. As might 
liave been expected from a writer so full of the historic spirit as 
M. Guizot, the volume abounds, in yiarticular, in lucid and in¬ 
genious remarks on the intimate affinities between history and 
literature. Perhaps the finest specimen of the author’s powei's 
in this respect is that fiu'nislied by the newly written preface to 
the “ Corneille,’’ which consists of a critical appreciation of the 
influence exercised over tlie spirit of recent Froncli literature by 
the three great literary powers that represented the French in¬ 
tellect during the Empire of Napoleon—the Journal dcs Debuts^ 
Chateaubriand, and Madame de Stael. We must content cur¬ 
sives, however, with quoting from the body of the volume one 
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remark on a more general topic. It*'is evidently a remark to 
which M. Guizot attaches great value, for he has repeated it in 
the Shakspeare ” It comes veiy suitably after what we have 
been saying:— 

Complexity of the Causes which determine the Character of Modern 
Litmiture. —“ Conjectures founded upon the natural progress of the 
human mind fail when we have to account for the course pursued by 
the literature of modern times. Among a people whose character 
is formed in a simple manner, and whose civilisation is the result of 
the free and harmonious development of the human mind, the ques¬ 
tion of the origin of literature, although somewhat complicated in 
itself, is not very difficult of solution : the answer must be sought for 
and will be found in the spontaneous expansion of our nature. 
Poetry, the first outburst of a budding imagination in the midst of a 
world that is new to it, then finds in all surrounding objects themes 
for its songs, and derives from the simplest sights a host of sensations 
previously unknown. . • The Greeks took delight in song; and 

Homer sang,—he sang the victories of his fellow-countrymen, their 
quarrels and reconciliations, their games and festivals, their business 
and their pleasures. On the shield of Achilles arc displayed flocks, 
harvests, and vintages; conjugal affection gives tenderness to the 
farewells of Andromache; Priam is a father weeping over the loss 
of his son; and Achilles utters the laments of friendship over the 
body of Patroclus. Thus the most natural feelings and the simplest, 
interests were what inspired the muse of the prince of poets. . 

If Homer had disappeared, and it were possible to invent him, it would 
be said: Such a man he must have been—an exemplification of that 
which could not fail to be produced by the development of thelxappiest 
faculties among a people at liberty to display them all, and among whom 
nothing had occurred to distort their character, to disturb their har¬ 
mony, or to divert their course. . . Such could not be the case with 
regard to modem nations. When they established themselves on the 
ruins of a world that had already grown old, they were ignorant 
and incapable of eompreheivling those institutions from which their 
coarse manners were about to r^^ceive some forms equally rude and 
more incoherent. A divine religion, coming down into the midst of 
nations at once enlightened and corrupted by a long term of existence ; 
a sublime morality, based on the precepts of the Gospel, too perfect 
for the manners of those who are about to receive it, and yet suffi¬ 
ciently positive to exact their obedience; towns and palaces, which 
had been conquered, and were inhabited by savages incompetent to 
appreciate the skill which had erected them ; luxury for which they 
had acquired a taste, and to which they became habituated, before 
they had learned its use; enjoyments, distinctions, and titles which 
had been invented by the vanity of an effeminate world, and which 
were paraded by barltorian vanity rather in imitation than from ne¬ 
cessity-—all these faeta could not fail to strike these new peoples as 
being one of those strange and confused spectacles at which ignoH^nt 
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spectators cannot even manifest sufficient astonishment, because they 
do not perceive its hidden springs and secret workings; all these 
causes necessarily led to that confusedness of ideas, to those fantastic 
and incomplete associations of thoughti of which modern littemteurs, 
in their early essays, and even in their master^eces, present traces 
which, though varying in distinctness, are everywhere visible. , . 
It is this complication of causes in the manners of the Middle Ages, 
this singular mixture of natural barbarism and acquired civilisation, 
of antiquated notions and modern ideas, which renders it very diffi¬ 
cult to explain the course pursued by the various literatures that 
issued from these times .”—Corneille and hia Times^ pp. 2-8. 

This remark, the full force of which ^Yill at once reveal itself 
to the intelligent reader, forms a very fit introduction to volumes 
which have it for their purpose to appreciate the genius and 
influence of two men so pre-eminently instrumental in determin¬ 
ing and stimulating, the one for France and the other for Eng¬ 
land, the vast literary movement of modern times, the offspring 
of that Germanic chaos. Corneille Is the admitted father oi 
French tragedy, and one of the earliest of the really classic 
authors in any department of Fixmch literature. Ilis influence 
on the subsequent form and direction of that literature has been 
very great as to degree, and very marked as to kind. Had ho 
not lived it is veiy probable that French literature would have 
• now presented a somovvliat <lifferent assemblage of characteristic 
qualities. Corneille’s is therefore a really national literary name, 
deservedly ranked by Frenchmen along with those of Kabelais, 
Molifere, Kacine, Eafontaino, Bossnet, Rousseau, and Voltaire, 
ail of whom have impressed in succession the stamp of their own 
intellectiml features on the mind of the French people, A simi¬ 
lar place, as regards English literature, belongs to Shakspeare. 
True, in having produced a Chaucer, England has a right to go 
farther back than France can for the source and commencement 
of her strictly great literature. Tru|, also, Sliakspeare, by the 
vast dimension and the towering Jieignt of his genius, transcends 
the order of mere national poets. If he is-to be defined as re¬ 
lated by special affinities to any particular portion of the human 
race at all, he ought to be defined rather as the poet of the Teu¬ 
tonic nations as a whole, than as the poet exclusively of England. 
Even within England his position as a national poet aiffers 
wholly from that of Corneille in France. What Ilomer was 
to the Greeks, and what Dante is to the Italians—this, rather 
than what Corneille is to the French, is Shakspeare to English¬ 
men. He is the one of all, rather than one among many. Yet 
Shakspeare has his more special historical relations, too; and, 
if in the order of power and duration of influence he stands 
apart, yet, in the oraer of successive action, he forms one of a 
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list including such other names as @haucer, Spenser, Milton, 
Pom, Wordsworth, and Byron. If it fell to Corneille in France 
to do much towards converting the general literary movement 
of modern times, sp far as it affected France, into that which we 
. now recognise as the French form of literature, it fell to Shak- 
speare in a still higher degree to perform the same service for 
the mind of hingland. They were both, if not the founders of, 
at least great dynastic powers in, their respective literatures. 

A word or two first on the genius of Corneille. M. Guizot 
has accomplished this part of his task in many respects beauti¬ 
fully, lie first prepares the field for the advent of Corneille, by 
showing how the French taste in poetry, and the resources of 
French verse, as originally exhibited in the Roman de Rose and 
other obsolete productions of the chivalry period, had been mo¬ 
dified and tested by a series of minor court-poets, the principal 
of whom were Marot, Konsard, and Malherbe. lie shows how 
the drama, popular in its origin in France, as in all other coun¬ 
tries, had become, towards the clese of the sixteenth century, the 
most hopeful and characteristic portion of an infant literature. 
He indicates how much had been done or was being done in 
this department, and more especially for French comedy, by 
such writers as Jodelle, Gamier, Mariet, Kotrou, and Hardy. 
Into this field he introduces Corneille. Born at llouen in lOOfi, 
and brought up for the profession of the bar, the future tragic 
poet made his first dramatic essays in comedy. He had written 
various pieces of this kind, which were acted in Paris with more 
or less of success, and which struck the critics of the day by a 
certain strength of sense, and logical firmness of style, then un¬ 
known to the stage, when accident, and reflection on his own 
powers, turned his attention to tragedy. His first attempt in 
this style was the a kind of paraphrase from Seneca, in 

some portions of which, according to Voltaire, Corneille clearly 
flashed fprth in all his superiority, and which at least drew from 
the contemporary English popt Waller this high compliment, 
that “ though the others made plenty of verses, Corneille alone 
could think.” But Corneille’s first master-piece Avas the Cid, 
published in 103(5. This piece established his reputation as the 
first poet of the day in France. There was, indeed, a storm of 
criticism in private circles; and Bichelieu, who at that time was 
unfriendly to Corneille, did his best to have him crushed by the 
adverse opinion of the Academy; but the popular voice was 
unanimous, and the poet’s position remained unshaken. The 
Cid was rapidly followed up by other pieces, some of which were 
even superior, and almost all of which .were triumphs ,—Lee 
HoraceSy Cinnoy Polyemtey Pompicy Le Menteury Rodoguney He- 
racliusy TlUodorey Andromhdey JJon Sanche dtArragon, Nicomb^ey 
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and Pertharite. The last,*indeed, was a failure, from which the 
poet did not recover himself in any of liis subsequent attempts; 
and, before his death in 1684, he saw his fame eclipsed by the 
younger glories of Kacine and Molifere. Dosterity, however, 
seeing the three poets at an equal distance, is able now to do 
justice in turn to the peculiar merits of each. Let us hear how 
M, Guizot characterizes the genius and mission’^ of Corneille; 

If Corneille accomplished the revolution which regenerated our 
drama, or rather, if ho exercised tliat creative action which liberated 
our drama from its primitive chaos, it was because he introduced 
into his writings truths which was then banished from all poetical 
compositions. That energy, that imposing majesty, those sublime 
soarings of genius, all those qualities which gained Corneille the title 
of ‘ the great,’ arc personal merits which have immortalized the name 
of the poet, without preserving, after him, any dominant influence 
over dramatic art- Tragedy might be beautiful otherwise than as 
Corneille conceived it, and Corneille has remained great without 
preventing other great men from taking a place beside him. But 
tragedy could gain life only by repairing to tliat fountain of truth 
which Corneille was the first to discover. Before his appearance, 
everyday seemed to remove the public and the poets farther from it; 
and every day buried the treasures of the liuman heart more deeply 
beneath the fantastic inventions of false wit and a disordered im- 
^agination. Corneille was the first to reveal these treasures to dra¬ 
matic art, and to teach it how to use them. On this ground he is 
rightfully regarded as the father, and the Cid as the origin, of French 
tragedy. . . . It is impossible to imagine wliat Corneille’s genius 

would have become, and to define cither the extraordinary beauties 
w'liich it might have unfolded, or the flights of which it might have 
been guilty, if he had boldly abandoned himself to liis own guidance. 
As regarded his own personal knowledge, Corneille was in almost 
the same position as Shakspeare and Calderon ; but his ago and 
country were more civilized than theirs, and criticism availed itself, 
for the instruction of the poet, of all the acquirements of his age and 
country. Corneille feared and braved criticism,' and provoked it by 
his defiance; he would allow none of its censures, but he did all he 
could to avoid them. Taking warning by a first attack, he no longer 
ventured to hazard, for fear of Scudery, all that France would pro¬ 
bably have applauded. Incapable of yielding to his adversaries, and 
angry at being obliged to combat them, he withdrew from the path 
on which he was likely to meet them ; and though this perhaps in¬ 
voluntary prudence saved him from some dangerous quicksands, it 
undoubtedly deprived him of some precious discoveries. The success 
of the Cid did not efikee, in his mind, the censure of the Academy* 
In that drama he had allowed himself to depict, with irresistible 
truth, the transports of*passion; but when he found Chimene’s love 
so severely condemned, Corneille, doubtless alarmed at what he 
might find in the weakness of the heart, looked in future only to its 
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strength; he sought for the resisting element in man, and not for the 
yielding, and thus became acquainted with only the half of man. 
And as admiration is the feeling chiefly excited by heroic resistance, 
it was to admiration4ixB,t the dramatic genius of Corneille principally 
. addressed itself. . • . QHere follows a disquisition in which M, 
Guizot contends, against the opinion of Boileau and Voltaire, that 
admiration does hold a legitimate place among the tragic passions, 
and is as suitable for dramatic effect as pity, terror, and the like. 
He believes, however, that Corneille has overdone it, and is too 
monotonously sublime.^ • • * More conflicts of passion, and a 

little more weakness, would have rendered Corneille’s lieroes more 
constantly true and dramatic; even their virtue, which may often 
be regarded as the principal personage of the piece, would have 
interested us more, if, though equally able to conquer, it had been 
attacked by more potent foes, and had visibly incurred greater dan¬ 
gers. All the vigour of his noble genius was requisite to discover a 
suflScient source of interest in those singular characters wdiicli he 
alone could create and sustain ; he alone has succeeded in awakening 
our uncertainty and curiosity by their very inflexibility, which, as it 
is announced at the outset, does not permit them to yield to the 
slightest weakness, and multiplies successively around them embar¬ 
rassments wdiich ceaselessly necessitate greater and more extraordinay 

efforts.In order to attain to this invincible power, which 

will make all around it bend to its influence, a man must absolutely 
have separated himself from all that otherwise enters into the com-, 
position of human nature ; ho must have completely ceased to think 
of all that, in real life, occurs to alter the forms of that ideal grandeur 
of which the imtigination can conceive no possibility except when, 
isolating it, so to speak, from all other affections, it forgets that which 
renders its realization so diflicult and so infrequent. The imagina¬ 
tion of Corneille had no difficulty in lending itself to this isolation ; 
the loftiness of his inventions was sustained by his inexperience in 
the common affairs of life ; as he introduced into his own ordinary 
actions none of those ideas which he employed in the creation of his 
heroes, so in the conception of his heroes he employed none of the 
ideas of which ho made use iu ordinary life. He did not place 
Corneille himself in their position ; the observation of nature did not 
occupy his attention; a happy inspiration frequently led him to 
divine it; but his unassisted imagination, gathering together outlines 
of a far more simple character, composed for him a sort of abstract 
model of a single quality, a being without parts, if I may be allowed 
the expression, capable of being set in motion by a single impulse, 
and of proceeding in a single direction. ... To the same cause 
also must be attributed the variableness of Corneille’s maxims, though 
they are always expressed with the most absolute confidence ; and in 
this way we must explain how it is that his morality is sometimes so 
severe and sometimes so lax—that he sometimes enunciates principles 
of the sternest republicanism, and sometimes of the most servile obe¬ 
dience. The fiict is, that whether Corneille be contemplating the 
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republican or the subject of ii king—the hero or the politician—he 
abandons hknself without reserve to the system, the position, or the 
character which he is describing, and carefully avoids all reference to 
general ideas that might come into conflict with/he particular ideas 
which he is desirous of bringing upon the stage, and which vary 
according to the personages of the drama. This unreserved adoption 
of a special principle, changing with the circumstances of the piece, 
gained Corneille credit for great skill in representing the local colour 
and genius of different peoples and states; whilst this merit was de¬ 
nied to Racine, whose descriptions, being of a more general nature, 
seem too familiar to our eyes to belong, by any possibility, to other 
times than our own. Racine’s heroes were recognised at once, and 
claimed as Frenchmen ; but the singular physiognomy of Corneille’s 
heroes enabled them to pass easily for Greeks or Romans. 

The style of Corneille varied with the vicissitudes of his genius. 
Astonishment has been expressed at this; but there would have been 
more room for astonishment had it been otherwise, and had his style 
not remained faithful, both in good and evil fortune, to the character 
of his thoughts. Writing was never anything to him but the expres¬ 
sion of his ideas; and his contemporaries attest that carefulness of 
style was of no avail in effects which were entirely duo to the gran¬ 
deur of the subjects which he had to depict. ‘ Corneille,’ says Segrais, 

‘ was not conscious of the beauty of his versification, and while 
writing he paid attention not to harmony but only to feeling.' And 
Chapelain informs us, that ^X)orucillc, who has written such noble 
poetry, was unac(iuainted with tlie art of versification, and it was 
purely nature that acted in him.' An artistic style, which, at the 
time when Corneille appeared, constituted almost the whole merit of 
a fashionable poet, bad very little indeed to do with the merit of a 
dramatic author. Corneille introduced style into the drama by in¬ 
troducing thoughts; he said simply what he meant, and he therefore 
spoke nobly, for what he had to say was high and noble. We must 
not, therefore, expect to find in Corneille that poetical expression 
which is intended to increase the impression produced by an object, 
by connecting with it accessory ideas which the object would not 
have suggested of itself. All necessary circumstances, and these 
alone, he brings before our eyes, because he has seen them ; he could 
not fail to see them in the position in which he was placed, and into 
that position he transfers us. This is true poetry .”—Corneille and 
his Times^ pp. 203-259. 

This is truly superior criticism. It shows what masterly 
things may be said by a man of real thought in connexion with 
the most hackneyed subject. If anything is still wanted to com¬ 
plete the delineation of Conieille up to that degree of distinct¬ 
ness and individuality w^hich might be necessary for the sake of 
the English reader, who may not know the poet from his own 
writings, it is partly because this additional something must 
have seemed too familiar to a French critic to be worth express- 
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ing, and partly because it could only present itself with much 
force to one standing clear of the associations of French poetry 
altogether, and disposed, therefore, not only to take note of the 
peculiarities of Cosneille among French poets, but also to involve 
in his criticisms the peculiarities of French poetiy itself. 

Were we to define in one word the genius of Corneille, in the 
aspect in which it is likely to impress an English critic, we should 
say that it is the genius of poetic declamation. We mean no 
disparagement by this epithet; we mean very high praise. 
Every man has his forte. Every man has some attitude, set, 
position, or prescribed aim and purpose of his faculties, in accord¬ 
ance with which they work best. The faculties may exist in all 
varieties of proportions, and may show themselves in all manner 
of indeiienaent ways; but the man deals his best stroke, and 
shoots nis clearest lightnings, when the faculties assume the 
prescribed attitude, and are provided with the appropriate set of 
external circumstances. Samuel Johnson was best in conver¬ 
sation, with Burke and Beynolds listening, and Bozzy leaning 
behind his chair to receive the spare knocks; Joachim Murat 
was best at the head of a charge of horse, when the scabbards 
jingled as the men dashed on, and the sun gleamed on a sea of 
sabres. And so also with the poet; except that in his case life 
does not furnish the actual, but the mind itself provides an ideal, 
set of circumstances. The poet Moore, for example, did his 
best when he wrote for those situations of life in which a light 
gaiety or a sentimental melancholy is sought after as a social 
luxury; his songs were written to be sung in well-lighted 
modern rooms, as one of the artificial accompaniments of a 
festive occasion. Horace was most sagacious when he saw him¬ 
self in the company of Mmconas and a few other such cronies of 
the right Epicurean sort, strolling over the fallen leaves in the 
walks about a country villa, or reclining al fresco over filberts 
and Falernian. "In the heart of Homer, we should suppose, the 
poetic glow was at its height^ when he rehearsed in low and 
solitary recitative the strain he was to conduct as chief of the 
bards at some royal hall close to the murmurs of the JEgean. 
And so on with other poets, although it may not always be so 
easy to describe the characteristic group of ideal associations. 
Now Corneille, as it appears to us, wrote best when he fancied 
tliose situations the proper outcome of which was a measured 
flow of fine declamation. This, let it be observed, does not 
necessarily limit within any very narrow range the field of his 
poetic observation. Precisely as Moore, though his songs were 
to be sung in a London drawing-room, oould bring their sub¬ 
jects from the East or from the wilds of Ireland; or as Horace, 
with all his pencluxnt for the villa and the Falernian, could go 
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out a good way and asceij«l to a good Iiciglit for the to|)ics he 
was to bring back for tlie edification of Jiiinself and Jiis guests— 
so in Corneille, breadth and discursiveness of imagination might 
very well be consistent with his special exccllepco in the attitude 
of a declaiiner. The only necessary limit was that what he did 
imagine should bo imagined in that way in which a fine declama¬ 
tory effect should easily arise. And certainly thex'e are few 
instances in which a poet has, with so much of real poetic vigour 
and variety, produced such noble passages to be uttered by a 
stately actor before an audience. Corneille, awkward bourgeois 
as he was in private life, stalks the stage in his poetry, with the 
majesty of a Talma; tlierc is kingly maguilicenec in his look 
aiul step, and every thought and word is to correspond. His 
plays are full of noble speeches. As he fancied his hero or situ¬ 
ation, he did this, as M, Cuizot well says, with the most perfect 
distinctness of vision ; the man and the juncture of circum¬ 
stances stood before him insulated from all that was irrelevant 
or unnecessary; the feeling a]i]n*o})riato to the imagined moment 
rushed up in his soul, clear, single, and strong; and, when he 
gave vent to tliis feeling, it was in words so terse, so direct, and 
delivered with such weight, au<l even epigram, rigljt on the in¬ 
telligence, amid all tlieir riot of passion, that Demosthenes him¬ 
self could not have spoken hetttir. INI. Guizot well describes the 
peculiarity of Corneille’s style us tliat of encM^gotic concision.” 
We could quote example after example through many pages, 
but let a few suffice. What poet has furnished lines which a 
good actor could deliver with more electric effect, or of whicli an 
orator could more finely avail himself in his moments of higliest 
inspiration, than such lines as these:— 

“ Un moment domui an sort <Ies visages divers; 

Et, dans ce grand bonheur, je crains un grand revers/* 

• 

“ A qui venge son pure il n*est riea impossible 
Ton bras est invaiaeu, mais non pas invincible.” 

“ Les honimes valeureux le soiit du prciuicr coup.” 


“ Vous parlez en soldat; je dois agir en roi.” 

“ Un grand dcstin commence, un grand desliu s’acbeve.” 

“ Non, je ue pleux'e point, Madame, mais je incurs.” 

‘‘ Un veritable amant iie conndit point d’amis.” 

‘‘ Qui n’apprchonde rien presume trop de soi.” 

VoL. XVUl. KO. XXXV. 
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*‘11 est beau dc niourir maitrc fie runivers; 

Mais la plus belle mort souille noire memoire, 
Quand nous avons vu vivre et croitre noire gloire.” 

P^'usias, “ Je vcux'meltre d’accord Taniour ct la nature, 

Eire pere et mari dans cette conjoncture. 

Nicomede, Seigneur, voulez-vous bien vous fier a luoi, 

Ne soycz Tun ni Tautre. 

Pntsias. Et que dois-je etre ? 

Nicomede, Roi! 

Roprenez hautement cc noble caractcre ; 

IJn v^iritiible roi ii est ni niari ni pere, 

II regarde sou troiie et ricn de plus. Regnez!” 


If the reader wants longer specimens, let him turn over the 
plays for himself, not forgetting to look again at such well-known 
passages as the famous imprecation of Camille on Rome in the 
Horaces^ and the grand soliloquy of Augustus, when he discovers 
the cons])iracy against liim, in Cinna. There are no passages of 
poetical declamation in any language superior to those; and they 
are but two out of hundreds. 


Were we desirous to follow out this ])assing remark as to the 
special respect in wliicli Corneille impresses an Englishman, 
into a farther appreciation involving the degree to which truth 
and greatness in poetry can be attained under such a condition* 
of genius as that just indicated, and involving also tlic question 
of the inherent poetical capacities of a peo])le which has furnished 
such a poet as its highest or nearly so, we should be able to do 
so best by going through all that Guizot says respecting Shak- 
speare, and then shewing that what he says ros]K*cting him is 
detcrmino<l very mucli by those associations with the word 
Poetry,^ wliicli naturally cling to a critic who is a countryman of 
Corneille. Wc have room, however, hnt for a very slight no¬ 
tice ot Guizot’s* estimate of Shaksjiearc; and, therefore, any 
reflex hearing which our remarks on that estimate may have on 
French Poetry in general, or on Corneille in particular, must be 
left for inference. 


On the whole, England has no reason to complain of the 
manner in which M. Guizot has spoken of her intellectual idol. 
He has praised Shakspeare to the skies. The intellect, the 
imagination, the fancy, the wit, tlie humour of the English poet 
are all lauded again and again in language confessing its own 
w’oakness in regard to so superb an object for critical description. 
The epithets great, prodigious, immense, and the like, are heaped 
upon the dead, till, by their very plenty, they become rubbish. 
And if, doing all this in honour of the Teutonic poet, M. Guizot, 
as a li'enchman, should just stop short of the admission that, he 
is to be regarded as the most magnificent thing, in the way of 
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intellect, that the world has ever seen, can we wonder at it? 
Even if he believed it, it would be too much to expect that he 
should have deliberately expressed the belief; unless, Indeed, he 
could have appended to tlie volume an histo^cal dissertation to 
jwove that the Shakspeares of Warw'ickshire came originally 
from the neighbourhood of Paris, 

Put, while thus vying with Englishmen in doing justice to 
the magnificence of dimension and the exquisite quality of 
Shakspeare’s genius, M. Guizot docs take leave to part with us 
at certain points in this race of laudation, and to administer, as 
correctives of our idolatrous worship, certain distinct and unhe¬ 
sitating criticisms on the contour of the idol, and on our taste in 
admiring him. In other words, M. Guizot points out certain 
serious faults in Sliakspeare as an ai*tist. The faults arc various, 
and they are described many times; but they seem to be summed 
nj) pretty conqdetely in the following passages :— 


Substance and Form, —“ It is in the substance tliat Sliakspeare ex¬ 
cels, it is in tlic form that he fails. {C^est par le fond qiie Shakspeare 
cxcelle^ etpar la foinne (piil 2 }eche,) lie discerns and brings admirably 
into view tlic instincts, tlie passions, ideas—indeed all the inner life 
of’nuin ; he is the most profound and dramatic of moralists; but ho 
makes his personages speak a language whicli is often fastidious, 
strange, excessive, and destitute of moderation and naturalness— 
*{)‘erJierche^ ftvange^ excessif dtpourvu de niesure et de naturel.) And the 
English language is singularly propitious to the defects, as well as to 
the beauties of Sliakspeare. It is rich, energetic, passionate, abun¬ 
dant, striking; it readily admits the lofty ilights and even the wild 
excesses of the poetic imagination; but it docs not possess that elegant 
sobriety, that severe ami dclicale precision, that moderation in ex¬ 
pression, and harmony in imagery, which constitute the peculiar 
merit of the Erencli language; so that when Sliakspeare passes from 
England into France, if he is translated with scrupulous fidelity, his de- 
fiu'ts become more apparent, and more offensive, bencMith his new dress, 
than tiiey were in his native foi in; and if, on the other hand, it is 
iilteiiipted to adapt his language, even in the slightest degree, to the 
genius of our tongue, he is inevitably robbed of a groat part of his 
wealth, force, and originality.”— Shnkspeare and his Times, Preface^ 
pp. iv. V. 


Confnsion of Tragcdg and Comedjf* —“ The Greeks, whose mind and 
civilisation followed so regular a course in their clovelopmcnt, did not 
combine the two kinds of composition, and the dislinetion which se¬ 
parates them in nature was maintained without effort in art. Tragedy 
and Comedy shared man and the world between them, each taking a 
<liffercnt domain in thq region of realities, and corning by turns to 
offer to the serious or mirthful consideration of a people who invari¬ 
ably insisted on simplicity and harmony, the poetic effects which 
their skill could derive from the materials placed in their hands 
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. . , In our modern world all things halte borne another character. 
Order, regularity, natural and easy development seem to have been 
banished from it. Immense interests, admirable ideas, sublime sen¬ 
timents have been thrown, as it were, pell-mell with brulal passions, 
coarse necessities, ana vulgar habits. The incoherent assemblage of 
'all that human nature and destiny contain of that which is great and 
little, noble and trivial, serious and puerile, strong and wretched— 
this is what man and society have been in our Kurope. In such a 
state of mind and things, how Avas it possible for a clear distinction 
and simple classification of styles and arts to be eiFected? How 
could Tragedy and Comedy have presented and formed themselves 
isolntedlyiu literature, when, in reality, they were incessantly in con¬ 
tact, entwined in the same facts, and intermingled in the same actions 
so thoroughly that it was sometimes difficult to discern the moment 
of j)assagc from one to the oilier ? Was it proposed to bring upon th<j 
stage the habitual occurrences of ordinary life? Taste was as easily 
satisfied as manners. Those religious performances Avhich were the 
origin of the European Ihcafre, had not escaped this admixfiire. The 
first Mysteries brought simultaneously upon the stage the emotions of 
religious terror and tenderness and the biillboncrics of vulgar comi¬ 
cality : and thus in the very cradle of dramatic poetry, tragedy and 
comedy contracted that alliance which was inevitably forced upon 
them by the general condition of nations and minds. ... In 
France, however, this alliance was speedily broken off. We may 
affirm that in France comedy, in an imperfect, but distinct form, Avas 
created before tragedy. At a later period, the rigorous separation of * 
classes, tlic absence of popular institutions, the regular action of the 
supremo power, <S:c,, disposed the popular mind to maintain that strict 
distinction between the two styles Avhich was ordained by the classical 
authorities Avho held undisputed sway over our drama. . . . 

Nothing of this kind took place among the English. Tlie asylum of 
German manners as Avell as of German liberties, England pursued 
Avithout obslacle the irregular but natural course of the civilisation 
Avhich such elements could not fail to engender. It retained their 
disord<;r as Avell their energ}^; and, until the middle of the seven¬ 
teenth century, its literature, as avcII as its institutions, was the sincere 
expression of these qualities. When the English drama attempted 
to reproduce the poetic image of the world, tragedy and comedy Avei'c 
not separated. . . . It is utterly futile to attempt to base any 

classification of Shakspeare’s works on the distinction between the 
comic and the tragic elements; they cannot possibly be divided into 
these two styles, but must be separated into the fantastic and the real, 
the romance and the world. The first class contains most of liis 
comedies; the second comprehends all his tragedies—immense and 
living stages upon which all things are represented, as it were, in 
their solid form, and in the place which they occupied in a stormy 

and complicated state of civilisation.[M. Guizot then goes 

on to illustrate this theory of the dramatic art, and to plead for its 
toleration by the votaries of the stricter classic, on account of the 
splendid effects with which genius has consecrated it; he appears 
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decidedly to think, however, that, in the blending of the tragic and 
tlie comic so broadly in the same play, Shakspearc has often com- 
niitteil offences against reason and taste under any theorj'^, an<l hence 
he adopts as his own what follows, which is froinrthe Kssay attributed 
to the Due de Broglie.] . . . The mixture of comedy and 

tragedy is not, or certainly ought not to be a [)urely arbitrary thing. 
Never should the contrast bo allowed, unless under the condition, 
that tlie dominant iin])ression, which is chiefly to be regarded, 
should bo developed and not destroyed, sliould not be lost sight 
of, but x*end(?red more lasting and profound. No one knew this 
better tlian Shakspeare, no one has illustrated it by more numerous 
and beautiful examples. But we confess we cannot find them 
in Othello, In this play the comic element is purely arbitrary ; 
it is, in some sort appended to the tragic, while there is no intimate 
relation between the one and the other, no common aim, no alliance 
to be ratified by the deep experiences of the soul. Let Uoderigo be 
eliininato<l from the piece—a genuine melodramatic siinpleton, who 
only appears that he may serve as a butt to lago, to be btnlupod and 
befooled by liim: you can do so; what Uoderigo does might be done 
quite as well by any one else; no one, lago excepted, Avonld ktiow 
or care for his absence. Let Brabantio, the firm and prudent senator, 
full of ability uinl self-possession, dignifaxl and rcs]>eeted, be true to 
Iiirf proper character; let him not be transformed, during two whole 
scenes, inoroly to suit (he whim of the author, into a Geronle or a 
I Sganarellc. Jjct Cassio fall into disgrace with his general from 
.some more worthy motive than that supplied by taking a glass of wine 
at an unseasonable lime. Lastly, erase entirely the part of the clown, 
a part so false that llic. French imitator, though he lias in general 
adhered most conscientiously to the original, did not think himself 
bound to preserve it .”—Sitfdcspeare and his Tinies^ pp. 78-98; and 
pp. 31f5-318. 


Shakspeare^s chief fault ,—“ One misfortune Jiappened to Shak- 
speare : though he was always lavish of his wealth, he was not always 
able to di.stribute it cither opportunely or skilfully. Tins was fre¬ 
quently the misfortune of Corneille also. I<leas accumulated about 
Corneille, as about Sluikspeare, confusedly and tuinulluously, and 
neither of tlicni had the courage to treat his own mind witli prudent 
severity. They forgot the position of the characlov they were de¬ 
scribing, in order to indulge in the thoughts which it awakened in 
the soul of the poet. In Shakspearc especially, this excessive indul¬ 
gence in his own ideas and feelings sometimes arrests and interrupts 
the emotions awakened in the breast of the spectator, in a manner 
which is fatal to dramatic effect. It is not merely, as in Corneille, 
the ingenious loquacity of a rather talkative mind, but it is the 
restless and fantastic reverie (Jinquiete et bizarre reverie) of a mind 
astonished at its own discoveries, not knowing how to reproduce 
the whole impression which it has received from them, and heaping 
ideas, images, and expre8.sions, one upon another, in order to awaken 
in us feelings similar to those by which it is itself oppressed. . 
Hence arose the true and great fault of Sluikspeare, the only one 
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that originated in himself, and which is sometimes perceptible even 
in his finest conceptions; and that is, a deceptive appearance of la¬ 
borious research, {^recherche pleine d*effort^) which is occasioned, on the 
contrary, by the absence of labour. Accustomed, by the taste of his 
age, frequently to connect ideas and expressions by their most distant 
relations, he contracted the habit of that learned subtlety which per¬ 
ceives anti assimilates everything, and leaves no point of resemblance 
unnoticed; and this fault has more than once marred the gaiety of 
his comedies, ns avcU as destroyed the pathos of his tragedies. If 
meditation had taught Shukspcarc to fall back upon himself, to con- 
tcmphitc his own strength, and to concentrate it by skilful manage¬ 
ment, he would soon have rejected the abuse which he has made of 
it, and would have speedily become conscious that neither his heroes 
nor his spectators could follow him in that prodigious movement of 
ideas, feelings, and intentions which, on every occasion and under tlie 
slightest pretext, arose and obtruded themselves upon his own thought." 
— Shak'speare and hk Times^ pp. 113-116- 

Now, as Thomas Aquinas has ingeniously remarked, all men 
are fallible. Shakspeare, we daresa^^, had his faults like other 
men, and couhl have written sometimes bettor if lie had tried 
harder, had a French education, studied Boileau, or been quite 
free from headache. We are not going to defend all his tor- 
turato passages, every witticism of his clowns, or his errors in 
geography and chronology. lie may, as some of his advocates' 
hold, have had deep meanings even in his errata, thougli we 
cannot make that the subject of affidavit. Rut great barba¬ 
rian,'*' “ Attila-Shakspeare,”—this notion of our bard, whether 
in the old and unmodiHed shape in which Voltaire disseminated 
it, or in the new and more elevated, and altogether more mild 
and reverential sense in which the foregoing ))assages suggest it, 
we will not for a moment endure. And, in fact, to confess the 
truth, we would rather not have Shakspeare s])oken against at 
all. As the old parishioner of Ettrick said to the Unitarian 
lecturer, who, after attacking the theology of his former pastor, 
began to attack Ins charactei*,—Haud aff Tammas Boston, Sir; 
baud aff Tammas Boston.” 

After all, it is a question of races. This attempt to indicate 
the evidences of a supposed tinge of barbarism in the genius of 
Shakspeare; these assertions that the prodigious strength and 
abundance of mind shewn in his works, as regards substance, 
are accompanied by rudeness and defect as regards form; these 
objections to his mode of mingling the tragic and the comic, 
and proposals to improve his plays by omitting the lioderigos, 
making the Brabantios more stately, and- sweeping out all the 
clowns; these complaints against him for an intellectual incon¬ 
tinence which is constantly giving people more than tliey want, 
and pouring out volumes of thought, analogy, and occult all.u- 
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sion, if blit a pane of ^l;As breaks;—all this, wo say, is nothing 
more than the inevitable display of what a Frenchman, as such, 
feels, when he contemplates the highest example of Teutonic 
art. No man can jump off his own shadoijj; ami M. Guizot, 
as a Frenchman, is not related so truly as wo are to the Pan- 
Teutonic poet. Yes, that is the name for Shakspeare ! Germans, 
Danes, and Swedes, as well as Englishmen, accept him pre(‘isely 
as he is, admitting only those defects, incapable of being classed, 
which attach to all human performances. It is tlie Frenchman 
alone, or the lUiui of French training, that can receive from Shak- 
spearc that impression of dissatisfaction or offended taste which 
arises from the sight of deviations from a supposed principle. 
Let any one who desires to sec this verified and illustrated com- 


f are Guizot’s criticisms on Shakspeare with those of the German 
ririci. In Ulrici, besides general criticism of a different, and, 
we tliink, far deejicr order, the reader will find exactly that kind 
of philosophical justification of Shakspearc’s suj)])oscd faults, and 
especially of his confusion of the comic and the tragic, whicli, 
according to the view wc now present, a German could best give. 
There ho will find the eternal theory of Clowns, and the reason 
why there should be a clown prescJit even when murder is in 
the wind, and a kingdom is about to crack; there he will find 
Rodcrigo’s charter of existence fully made out, and a profound 
• explanation given why, on a priori grounds, Cassio got ilrunk. 
Placing himself in each play at what he conceives to be the 
central point, tlie critic acce])ts all that issued from the poet’s 
mind in its moment of creative energy, as belonging necessarily 
to that moment, and necessarily coherent throughout; and tlicii 
makes it his busii»css to do what the poet perhai)s could not 
have done for himself, consciously dissect the separate parts, and 
show^their scientific relation to the whole. And thus everything 
in Shakspeare is reduced back to its source in the I'eal feelings 
of a Teutonic mind In the act of contemplating nature, 

Wc back the heavy Ulrici against the lighter and more lucid 
Guizot. Wc will indicate, in conclusion, our reason for doing 


so. It is a reason, wo think, which will elevate the Teutonic 
adhesion to Shakspeare over the Gallic criticism of him, by 
shewing that, though tlie former as well as the latter may connect 
itself with prejudice of race, it can yet, if need be, exhibit a 
higher sanction in fact and science. If what we shall say should 
seem to revive the memory of the old and tii'esome controversy 
between Classicism and Romanticism, we cannot help that. 

Europe, then, seems to us to have had, in the widest sense, 
only two Literatures; which are, in fact, also, (if we omit one 
Eastern Literature of immense and peculiar significance,) the 
only great Literatures that have been in the world. These are 
—the Southern or Graeco-Latin Literature, of which we here 
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account the modern Italian, the Frdnch, and the Spanish as 
separate, though not wholly pure, continuations; and the North¬ 
ern or Teutonic Literature, of which the English, the German, 
and the Scandinavian Literatures are branches. There is a 
difference of spirit between these two Literatures, and this dif¬ 
ference of spirit is best seen by a comparison of the master-pieces 
of poetic creation that have illustrated each. First came the 
Greek, casting hU poetic eye over the appearances of life and 
nature. In liim the imagination, that faculty or that use of 
the faculties which in all languages is set apart as most properly 
the reejnisite of the poet, existed in the highest conceivable 
degree; but if we inquire move particularly as to the manner or 
style in wdiich this imagination of the Greek worked, we sliall 
find that it delighted above all in setting forth images of concrete 
things in clear shape and outline, with the least possible efflux, 
while doing so, of the matter secreted in the mind itself during 
the intellectual act. The grandest examples of this are the 
poems of Homer, -^I^schylus, and Soj)hocles; the comparative 
dissatisfaction of the critics with the third tragic poet, Euripides, 
arising in a groat degree from the fact that he was not so purely 
a Greek in this resju'ct. From the Greeks the literary sove¬ 
reignty passed on to the Romans: wlio, with feebler powers of 
genuine imagination, produced, in Virgil and others, new masters 
in the same essciilial style. Even the revolution of the ancient' 
world by the Christian theology, and tlio addition of a consider¬ 
able leaven of the Teutonic element to the society of the southern 
and central nations of Knrope, did not overcome the classic 
inethofl of art wht'rc it liad taken possession. In Dante, medi- 
fDval Italy produced a man greater in force of imagination than 
any ancient Roman, and whose imagination yet worked in the 
true southern manner, tlie clear and rigorous definition of the 
concrete. Spain, whose greatest man of letters \vas Cervantes, 
expended what v^as left of her, after the deduction of his genius, 
in dramas bearing marks of her Latin lineage. The French, 
wlioso claim to ho a more imaginative people than the cold and 
mercantile English is founded on an incorrigible mistake as to 
what imagiiiation is, have exhibited their deficiency in creative 
genius in tlio fact that, with so many intellectual magnates of 
the first rank in other departments, they have not produced one 
poet so great that the rest of the world will call him great. The 
man of greatest creative genius, in the true sense, that France 
has produced, is neither Corneille nor Racine, but that wild com¬ 
pound of filth and flashing insight—Rabelais. Now both in 
Cervantes and in Rabelais there is discernible a species of ima¬ 
gination not discernible in either tlio Spanish or the Frencli 
dramatists—suggesting that thei^e was a new spirit at ivork in 
modern European Literature. This spirit is seen most purely, 
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however, in its native and original home, the liiterature of the 
Teutonic nations. Since tlie Greek, the Teuton was the first 
man who came ujMm the world so situated.that he could take 
absolutely his own way in tliinking of it. As unlike the Greek 
as the clear skies and vineyards of the wanner are unlike the 
sca-mists and forests of the colder latitudes, this Adam of the 
nortli gazed on life and nature, in the full faith of Jiis rich and 
complex instincts, unawed by Iloinor, and untaught by Aristotle, 
Out of the activity of this new power applied to the same ever¬ 
lasting materials lias sprung the Literature of tlie Teutonic na¬ 
tions, of which Shakspeare is the acknowledged prince. Slowly 
evolved by its own cffoi'ts, and even largely aifccted by the in¬ 
fluence of the classic- upon it during its evolution, this Literature 
has still maintained its indigenous character, and has exhibited 
that character most of all in its specimens of poetic art. And in 
what docs this character consist? It consists in more of melan¬ 
choly, more of humour, more of mysticism, more of reverent forth- 
going upon the ininntiio and smaller pulsations as well as upon 
the massive objects and larger processes of nature and life; and 
above all, if indet'd this does not include all, in more of the re¬ 
flective, in(|uisltive, and discursive spirit at all times and occa¬ 
sions— more of the tendency to pour out, in the act of imagining 
thing, all the purely intellectual secretion of themomeut, so as, 
by this very suffusion of self upon the outward, to complicate 
the relation between nature ami man. Tliis is that very spirit 
of ret^herrhe to wliicli (luizet objects in Hhakspoare. Shak- 
spearo could not reach furtli liis hand to touch a mental object 
bef)re liim but the whole int<Tvening s])a(*c of atmospliero fell 
ilown in flakes of thought, lie reached tlte object, nevertheless; 
and the imaginative act was none the less real, none the less 
natural and artist-like, for the rich intellccinal precipitation 
A\hich accompanied it. It was no tinge of barbarism, tl»ereforo, 
in Sbakspearc tliat led him to that confusion of the comic and 
tragic, and that excess and waste of intellectualism, for which 
lie has been called in question. It was but his greatness as a 
practitioner in the I'entonic form of art—a foian different from 
llie oilier foi'in, but as legitimate. Nay, and that this Teutonic 
form of art is now to be regarded as the superior, ought, we 
think, to be clear from the fact, that it is the later; from the fact, 
that it apiweciatcs and recognises, and can even practise the 
other, while the other objects to and cannot practise it; from the 
fact, that it has already so far superseded the other by its greater 
accordance with the spirit and circumstances of modern Imma- 
nity ; and from the fact, thattheVace to whom it is native, being 
masters of the greatest portion of the Earth ])hysically, would 
have the right of appointing, even if they could not supply, the 
Earth’s intellectual king. 
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D.D. London, Jackson and Walford, 1851. 

19. The Elements of the Go^el Harmony, By Brooke Foss 
Westcott, Fellow of Trinity College, Cambridge. Cam¬ 
bridge, Macmillan, 1851. 
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The orthodoxy of our fathers, amid many minor diversities 
and modifications, held fast to three propositions on the subject 
of our Sacred Books: Firsts That they embody a Divine Re¬ 
velation; Secondly^ That they exhaust that Revelation; and, 
Thirdly^ That they contain it in a form <#f absolute purity. 

To these three propositions—as unimpaired by all recent at¬ 
tacks, and as alike superior to-the menace of foes and the inde¬ 
cisive apologies of friends—we give in our cordial adliesion, and 
count it no shame, but a signal felicity and honour, with the 
evidence which lies before us, to hoW up our every-day Bible, 
beginning with Genesis and ending with Revelation, as the 
genuine and infallible Word of God. It is a cheap and easy 
thing to defend this belief, on the ground of mere tradition, and 
to repel every sceptical questioning of revelation, every insinua¬ 
tion against the integrity of the canon of Scripture, every sus¬ 
picion of the infallible accuracy of our Biblical records, as in 
itself profane and blasphemous. Such a homage to the infalli¬ 
bility of the Bible would itself require a personal inspiration to 
redeem it from presumption and wilful blindness. An admissible 
protest in behalf of the Bible implies something like extensive 
and close inquiry; and while no one can pretend to have ex¬ 
hausted every argument, tested eveiy fact, anjJ weighed every 
difficulty in connexion with a body of documents so voluminous 
and so enveloped in the dust of controversy, nothing less goes to 
such a confession of faith than the honest conviction, gathered 
from the study of all sides of the question, that the long vene¬ 
rated doctrine of the infallibility of the Bible has not been ap¬ 
preciably weakened at any point by all the freedom of recent 
speculation, or the results of modern historical and critical inves¬ 
tigation. It is our present purpose, without entering into an 
abstract and independent discussion of the subject of Inspiration, 
to examine the claims and pretensions of some leading theories, 
both British and Con^nental; and to indicate, not in the way of 
chronological development, but of moral grouping, the different 
bearings of the principal views that have lately occupied and 
disturbed not only our own country, but likewise Germany, 
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Switzerland^' and France. Such a bird’s-eye view, however 
hastily executed, may perhaps throw some light on the position 
and prospects of Christianity at the present day, and shew, on the 
one hand, how certain the infallibility of the Bible is, as a matter 
of historical evidence, and more especially how, on the other 
hand, recent departures from it end in inconsistencies with them¬ 
selves, and with those admitted principles of judgment that must 
determine all questions of fact, whether of a natural or super¬ 
natural character. 

One of the new phases of the controversy respecting Inspira¬ 
tion is, that it has ceased to be a controversy among the orthodox. 
Till our own days those opposed to Christianity as a supernatural 
revelation disclaimed the use of such words as Inspiration in 
their nomenclature, and denounced the whole idea which they 
embody, as mystical and superstitious. Latterly, however, it 
has become quite the fashion, as all the world knows, for the 
successors of the sceptical writers of last century to deal largely 
in confessions of faith respecting the Bible, which include the 
doctrine of its inspiration, and almost to outbid the orthodox in 
their eulogies upon the divine afflatus by which it was produced. 
The school of Parker, Newman, and Greg, afford the most sin¬ 
gular examples of this innovation.* Mr. Greg, whose critical 
accuracy on such a question is, we must say, not of the highest, 
as is indicated by his confounding in the first page of his Creed 
of Christendom,’* plenary with its ancient opposite the verbal 
inspiration of the Scriptures, stoutly contends that the un-ortho¬ 
dox use of inspiration is as correct as the other, and tliat the 
theologians have perverted the word from its original application 
in order to baptize their own dogma; nay more, that having had 
the inspiration of the Bible conceded in the one sense, they have, 
too often dishonestly, taken advantage of the ambiguity of lan¬ 
guage to give it currency in its rigid dogmatic form. What, then, is 
the true inspiration of the Bible which these writers have rescued 
out of the hands of Jewish Kabbis and Christian Schoolmen, 
and restored to its ancient simplicity? According to Mr. Greg, 
it is that elevation of all the spiritual faculties by the action 
of God upon the heart, which is shared by all devout minds, 
though in different degrees, and which is consistent with in¬ 
finite error.** (P. 22.) Or, as he elsewhere expresses it, 
Every great and good man possesses some portion of God’s 
truth to proclaim to the world and to fructify in his own bosom. 
In a true and simple, but not the orthodox sense, we believe 
all the pure, wise, and mighty in soul, to be inspired, and to 
be inspired for the instruction, advancement, and elevation of 

* We introduce the works of Mr. Newman and Mr* Greg in this article, though 
these were formerly considered in this Journal in connexion with a different ques¬ 
tion. (See Aor{A BritUh RevUVf No. XXXI.) 
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mankind.” (P. 235.) II* also quotes Mr, Parker with appro¬ 
bation, who in his usual rhetorical style thus writes, ‘^Inspira¬ 
tion is the consequence of a faithful use of our faculties. Each 
man is its subject; God its source; truth ityonly test. Men 
mav call it miraculous, but nothing is more natural. It is 
co-extensive with the faithful use of man’s natural powers. Now, 
this inspiration is limited to no sect, apje, or nation. It is wide 
as the world, and common as God. It is not given to a few 
men in tlie infamy of the world to mono])olize inspiration, and 
bar God out of the soul.” (P. 230.) 

This liberal theory, it is apparent, identifies inspiration with 
elevated genius, and regards the Bible as nothing more than the 
fruit of the religions organization of its writers, d'hc connexion 
of God witli such inspiration oi’ the Jiible is moreover the saino 
with his originating influence in all products of mental greatness. 
“■When it is his will,” Mr. Grog seems to say, “that mankind 
should make some great stO]> forward, sljould acliicvo some 
})regnant discovery, lie calls into being some cerebral organiza¬ 
tion of more than ordinary magnitude and power, as that of 
David, Isaiah,Plato, Shakspeare, Bacon, Newton, Euthcr,Pascal, 
which gives birth to new ideas and grander concejjtions of the 
truths vital to humanity.” (P. 22G.) According to this view, the 
Bible is tlie highest product of man’s natural religious faculties 
f)])erating with peculiar advantage in the most favourable periods 
of Old Testament history, and more especially in the person of 
Jesus of Nazareth, who, partly by native endowment, and partly 
by hap])y selection from pre-existing materials, over-lop])e(l all 
religionists before and since, and even became, as Mr. J^arker 
has expressed it, “ the possibility of the race made real,” 

We will not be nucandid enough to charge the adherents of 
tins, which may be called the theory of NATCUiAii Insinuation, 
with intentional abuse of language, or with a too great readiness 
to blunt the e<lge of popular prejudice, by (^needing to the 
Scriptures an ins|)iration in words wliicli is denied in reality. 
Mr. Greg especially is absolved from any such charge, as, how¬ 
ever inconsistent it may seem with llio passage in his work already 
referred to, lie applies the word Inspiration to this natural 
power of genius somewhat reluctantly, and seems willing to leave 
both the name and thing in the ancient sense to less intrejnd 
thinkers than himself. Only, as this tlicory has of late made 
considerable noise by its virtual coincidence with the speculations 
or ejaculations of Mr. Carlyle—as it nearly takes up the ground 
on which almost all German rationalists, from Paidus to Strauss, 
are at one—and as it seems to have absorbed the theology of the 
Unitarian community in this country, if not in America, to the 
denial of anything special and positive in the mission of Jesus, 
according to the antiquated views of Priestley and Channing, we 
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may be excuseJ for making some passing observations upon it, 
though, strictly speaking, it is not so much a theory of inspiration 
as a negation of the fact. We shall confine ourselves to an ex- 
]>ression of complaint as to the style in which the arguments of 
the orthodox* in favour of positive revelation are got rid of, and of 
wonder at the results which are brouglit out by the new system. 

It may bo made u preliminary matter of complaint that these 
writers profess to weigh and canvass at all the alleged evidence of 
revelation, as a supernatural system embodied in writings^ as if the 
evidence offered were admissible, while at the same time they 
liave made up their minds tliat no argument can establish any 
j miracle or supernatural communication. These advocates of an 
inspiration which Hobbes and Bolingbroke would have scouted 
as visionary, have adopted apparently a doctrine of the abstract 
impossibility of a miraculous revelation from which the writers 
we have named would have shrunk as rash and unphilosophi- 
cal. Wherever Mr. Newman alights ou a miracle, it is forth¬ 
with, as in incredible, resolved into a myth, and Mr. Greg 
has expended pages of logic to prove, what certainly is not self- 
evident, that the faculty to comprehend a revelation implies the 
faculty, sooner or later, to make it; and lienee, that a discovery 
truly supernatural is absolutely impossible, (Bp. 230-2J33.) To 
us, it seems hardly necessary to illustrate the fallacy, not to 
say absurdity of this doctrine. Were a iiersou to ]>redict the^ 
I'eturn of Sir John Franklin’s ships upon a certain day of next 
year, and to follow up the prediction by an account of the form 
of government in France and the name of the chief governor in 
1872, would Mr. Greg maintain that tlie power to comprehend 
the latter prediction implied the jiower to make it, and that the 
power to lieliove it, after the first was,verified, brouglit it within 
the range of discoverable truths. Be the evidence of superna¬ 
tural revelation in the Bible sufficient or insuflicicnt, it is surely 
not fair to niakc^a profession of candour in weighing it, and to 
lament the hard necessity of rejecting it on account of its imper¬ 
fections, when the very gate of evidence Is barfed by such pre¬ 
conceptions. Instead of leading us through a long blind alley 
of C7'itical objections to the divinity of the Fentateucli and the 
Gospels, it would be better to write up at once—No thorough¬ 
fare/’ Whole treatises, like DeM^ette’s Introduction and Strauss’ 
Leben Jesu would then he superseded by a few strokes of natural 
metaphysics; or, if criticism were at all superadded, the grave 
deduction which must be made in all moral questions from the 
arguments of the reasoncr, who is thus bound to find for only 
one side, would be at once ajiparent and easy. 

We use the term “ orthodox’^ purely for the sake of distinction; and can 
intend no arrogance by adoinhig a designation wliieli has been of late so ligliUy 
spoken of. 
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Another ground of comjilaint is, that the internal evidence of 
the Bible for its own inspiration in the orthodo^ sense, is not 
only suppressed, but turned the other way, by an obstinate mis¬ 
reading of its contents. Denying, setting#^side, and even 
sneering at everything preternatural in the Old Testament, Mr, 
Newman, in his History of the Hebrew Monarchy,*” still 
attempts to construct the facts, after all tlieir high and glorious 
motives have been withdrawn. Nothing is left for him, reject¬ 
ing the entire Mosaic groundwork of the Jewish system, but to 
wi'ito down the succeeding history as a succession of feuds, mas¬ 
sacres, and impostures, with only occasional gleams of natural 
piety and elevated fanaticism to gild the darkness. Having dis¬ 
enchanted the Old Testament of its theocracy, it is easy to 
expose its narratives to the critical scalping-knife. The itoing 
voice of God was the grand justification of the entire system. It 
is the same with the history of Christians still. It is either sub¬ 
lime or it is ridiculous. And an exact ])arallel to Mr. Nowmairs 
history” of the Old Testament kings and prophets would 
be found in a biography of a great spirit, sueli as Ijiither or 
Whitefiekl, in which every superhuman influence was denied, 
and the remaining j)hcnomena set down to the account of vanity, 
obstinacy, and self-will, with a sufficient admixture of eccentric 
benevolence and enthusiasm to give .the portrait some faint re- 
«en)hlance. ]\Ir. Greg, too, removing the miraculous foundation 
of the New Testament system, necessarily stumbles at a thousand 
])oints in tlic life of our Saviour and his (liscijjlcs, abolishes alto¬ 
gether the grand coherctit ieutures in tlio image of “ God 
manifest in the deslj,” stigmatizes as bigotry and arrogance the 


decisive and imperial style wliich must belong to a divine com¬ 
munication, explains tlic gift of tongues as madness, and the 
self-sacrificing and world-renouncing s]nrit of tlie primitive 
(yhnrcli as due only to a frenzied expectation of the end of all 
things; and in short, liaving reduced the doctrine of Jesus to 
tlie elements of natural religion, and liimself to the most gifted 
of mere human teachers, is compelled to search among the 
baser tendencies of human nature to account for that appear¬ 
ance of inflation, pomposity, and convulsive excitement, amid 
which Christianity was ushered into the world- 

But the most serious ground of complaint of all is to he found 
in tlie unauthorized and arbitraiy manner in which these advo¬ 
cates of natural inspiration set aside the positive external evi¬ 
dence of the Bible, that they may at once bring it down to their 
own standard. The very strength of the orthodox doctrine lies 
in the proof that the .Old Testament, and later records, were 
contemporaneous or immediately subsequent to the events which 
they chronicle. The reception of the books is thus a guarantee 
for the facts, miraculous as they are, and those miraculous facts 
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in turn accredk the professed inspiration of the writers. This, 
so far from beiw a circle, as has been sometimes inconsiderately 
represented, is a^strong cliain of linked demonstration, which no 
eftbvts of Naturaliwn can ever break asunder. Hence, with in- 
, stinctive recoil from the neighbourhood of the supernatural, the 
whole company of rationalist critics, among whom are first those 
of Germany, arbitrarily wrest and torture every sacred writing 
out of its ])lace, and sei)arate it by an interval from its subject, 
so adjusting it anew, that the supernatural inference shall be im¬ 
possible ; by a curious law not sufficiently adverted to, making the 
event repel the history, and attract the prophecy of itself. The 
result is those singular dislocations, transpositions, and shiftings 
of the sacred books from their ancient moorings by whole cen¬ 
turies, in regard to which no German critic is at one with his 
brother, but all agree that no book must be landed beneath the 
shadow of a miracle, or at a distance from the fulfilment of 
any ])rophccy. This play of German intellect with tlio Penta¬ 
teuch, the Isaian prophecies, and the gospels, utterly discordant 
in everything but the irpwrovy^evho^ oi the system, forms a 


melancholy chajder in tbo aberrations of human learning, and 
on a question of pui'ely literary criticism, \vould not have been 
tolerated. As it is, in a country where every scholar is temjUed 
to fight his way by paradoxe^s, where extravagant scej)ticism aller- 
nates with blind credulity as almost a ])art of the national char-- 
actor, where the sense of the supernatural has (or rather had) to a 
mournful extent died out, and the public mind is untrained by 
any rigid institutional disei)dine in the examination of evidence, 
such tendencies h.ave become epidemic to deny cvery^ scriptural 
book to its reputed author, and to push every document from 
its traditional seat. A few supposed .traces of a later style—a 
, handful of anachronisms easily explicable on the su])positiou of 
. a revisal—the very prophecies themselves which it contains, 
have been eagerhy laid hold of to thrust down the Pentateuch to 
the last ages of the Jewish monarchy. The consenting tradi¬ 
tion of the Jews, enhanced by their scrupulous care of their 
sacred books, and their critical skill, too, as sliewn in the rejec¬ 
tion of the Old Testament Apocrypha—the accordant testimony 
of the most ancient memorials, such as the passover—the stones 
of Gilgal—the brazen serpent—and many others, which no 
rationalism ventures to assign to so late an origin as the supposi¬ 
titious date in question—the independent existence of the 
Samaritan Pentateuch—the corroborations of profane history, 
and the voice of the monuments of Egypt, to say nothing of the 
beautiful continuity of the grave and majestic narrative itself, 
all go for nothing with critics like De Wette, who can cut up 
the history of the deluge into separate and ill-adjusted strata, 
and coolly dissect the story of Joseph and his brethren into 
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i ncongruous portions^ clivnsily pieced togetheriW a recent 
artist. In this school of historical cnticism^ bot^Mr. Newman 
and Mr. Qreg aro catechumens, looking up wiZn profound re¬ 
verence to the “ science” of its masters, ai»d adopting their 
negative conclusions and paradoxes, as if they never had been 
contradicted or refuted.* 

Mr. Newman, for example, regards it as demonstrated that 
the Pentateuch first received a cdlective existence in the reign 
of Josiab, and that the book of Deuteronomy having been then 
forged by Hilkiah the priest, to uphold Levitical influence, and 
ns ncoup d^4tat against tne high places” and their adherents, was 
palmed on the young king as the autograph of Moses discovered 
in the temple. The intrinsic credibility of this origin, any com¬ 
petent judge of the melting pathos and sublime moral tone of 
Deuteronomy (for which, however, Mr. Newman has a singular 
contempt) may pronounce upon. Mr. Newman reasons that if 
Deuteronomy had existed the people could not so grievously have 
disobeyed its precepts, an argument of the same kind as that which 

* To one at all read in Geiman criticism, its best contradiction is furnished by 
itself. As an example of that *< coiicordia discors*’ which annuls itself, we may 
quote tho terms in which Ewald, the magnus Apollo” of Mr. Newman, speaks 
of De Wette, the admired of Mr. Theodore Parker and Mr. Greg. In his epi¬ 
logue to his work on the Poetical Books of tho Old Testament, Ewald, after a high 
eulogium on his own Commentary on tho Psalms, thus delivers himself in reply 
to aoino hostile criticism of his rival. “ How has De Wette received this work 
which first appeared in 1835 ? The pen is ready to drop from my hands, when I 
call up the full imago of the miserable half-and-half style of criticism, so replete 
with crudity and vanity, and the views at once stale, confused, and groundless, 
which he there propounds. As ho dposuot understand that most important psalm, 
the 51et, he does not scruple to call the right interpretation an immoral one, thus 
degrading the sacred writer himself. Was he restrained by no scruple, no doubt, 
no blush of sliame % Did it not occur to such a univei-sal doubter to doubt 
whether lie was just in his strictui^es on othei’s 1 And if his critical procedure, 
which is a mere compound of superficial scepticism and pretended accuracy, was 
perhaps explicable if not excusable in 1806, (for to real worth and fruitfulness it 
lias never iiad any great claim,) how does he not perceive that its day is gone 
by, and that Old Testament science has long left it in tlie rear 1” Amidst a good 
deal more to the same purpose, it is charged on De Wette that his method is tho 
true cause of the decline and fall of science’’ in interpretation ; that he stands 
stock-still ill the midst of that confusion and scepticism of his which separate him 
from truth, and cannot penetrate or even approach the sanctuary, and loses his 
temper when othors refuse to stay with him in darkness.” “ His earlier writ¬ 
ings,” it is stated, are not without some good views, though often very confused, 
and even his Introduction to the Old Testament is a completely unsatisfactory 
book.” This is wound up by the declaration of Ewald, that though he had been 
prevailed on to look for an hour or two into the last edition of De Wette’s Com¬ 
mentary on tho Psalms only by the solicitation of a friend, he could prove every 
charge by a superfluity of evidence. Squabbles like these, making every abate¬ 
ment for temper, are worthy of consideration in some quarters. The list ot Cun'* 
damental diversities among the masters of “ critical science,” might be inde¬ 
finitely enlarged. It seems that the pdium ihedogiefim is not limited by the eivele 
of orthodoxy ; and that the fbagnates of Germany are by their own viewing not 
incapable of what Mr. Grc^ calk." clerical reasoning.” It is creditable, however, 
to De Wette, as we learn from LUcko’s “ BeminiscenceB,” that he repaid these 
taunts with kindness. 
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would prove ne non-existence of ou»i British Statutes from the 
mass or nationm crime, or make out that our Protestant Bible 
was forged at we time of the Beformation, because so much 
existed till then hs the teeth of its prohibitions. It is also con¬ 
tended that the young king’s ignorance of the book proved its 
nonexistence; but it is not stated in the record that he was 
absolutely ignorant of it, and his profound emotion on the disco¬ 
very may be reasonably explained by the presence of a document 
'^80 venerable and awful. We cannot enter, however, into details 
of this kind. Enough may be found in the works of Hengsten- 
berg and Havernick, not to mention others, to dissipate this and 
kindred theories. Of these works, however, and similar fair and 
learned replies to German and British assaults on the Pentateuch, 
we should infer Mr. Newman to be ignorant, were we willing to 
reason on his own principles—that whatever is not mentioned 
where it might be expected, is not known to have any existence. 

Mr. Greg fully coincides with the masterly arguments of his 
precursor in regard to the Old Testament, and while lamenting 
that so great and distressing a work should have been laid upon 
him, he is yet prepared, relying on the impregnable science of 
De Wette and Strauss, to unsettle the “ creed of Christendom,” 
respecting the authenticity and inspiration of the gospels. We 
are compelled loudly to protest against every step of his argu¬ 
mentation, and, looking to the tokens of haste and deficient consi^ 
deration too frequently visible in a work of .so grave a nature, 
sincerely hope that such a style of criticism may long remain 
an exotic on English soil. The Gospel of Mattliew, though 
supported by unbroken tradition from the end of the first 
centmy, and read, according to undeniable evidence, from the 
beginning, as one of four gospels, .in all Christian assemblies, 
is denied to be his, chiefly on the ground (internal evidence 
apart) of the subordinate difference as to whether it was written 
in Greek or Hebrew; as if the consent of the Church to re¬ 
ceive a gospel as his, and to read it under that character, did 
not make it perfectly indifferent in respect of its testimony in 
what language it was written, or whether we have the original 
or a translation. The same singular paralogism appears in dis¬ 
crediting the two other synoptical gospels, because we cannot 
trace them to their sources, or explain their relation to each 
other; as if a compiler collecting many accounts of eye-witnesses 
were necessarily less accurate than these eye-witnesses, and that 
even though his narratives in turn were vouched for and pushed 
into currency by their exertions, as was certainly the case with 
the Gospels of Mark and Luke. Douhtas cast on the testimony 
of Papias to the Gospel of Mark, as the work of the companion 
of Peter, (p. 84,) because, as is the wonted cry, Papias was a man 
of weak mind, and because, as Dr. Middleton tells us, Irenaeus 
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makes Papias a disciple of John the Apostle^ w^rcas Eusebius 
styles him a disciple of John the Presbyter; Is if it required 
strong mind to vouch for a literary work, as Greg, for ex¬ 
ample, does for that of Middleton, or as if Mn Greg’s certificate 
to Dr. Middleton might be disputed, because two other people hap¬ 
pened, in writing about himself, to disagree as to the place of 
the publication of his book, whether it was London or Manches¬ 
ter. The most inexcusable, however, of Mr* Greg’s criticisms on 
the genuineness of the gospels, is on that of John. There is 
not a single external argument to invalidate this time-hallowed 
authorship. The observation of Olshauseii is strictly true, that 
the Gospel of John is the best attested book in the whole world. 
Manuscripts, ancient versions, fathers, heretics like Valentinus, 
unbelievers like Celsus, pUno ore attest it. Bretschneider was 
about the first, thirty years ago, to assail its genuineness on inter¬ 
nal grounds in his Probabilia de evangelii et epistolamm Joannis 
apostoli indole et ovigine^^ The weight of counter evidence com¬ 
pelled him, much to his honour, speedily to retract his positions; 
and it were to have been wished that Strauss who took up the 
forlorn hope thus deserted, but who was obliged too to abandon 
it, though to the manifest destruction of his favourite mythical 
theory, had remained stedfast in his conversion for once, if not 
to reason, at least to forbearance. Even De Wette, strongly 
’tempted as he was by constitutional temperament to yield to 
the arguments of Strauss, a temperament which led him to sacri¬ 
fice everything which had once been bitten by any rabid tooth 
of scepticism, was constrained to stand on the defensive, and to 
affirm that the recognition of the Johaiinine origin of this gos¬ 
pel, even after the most violent attacks of recent times, will ever 
remain the curi'ent belief of the Church.”*^ In these circum¬ 
stances, the ju'oceduro of Mr. Gi’eg is instructive. He sets 
down the arguments of Bretschneider as almost decisive, being 
probably ignorant of his retractation, and then •balancing against 
each other the sole authorities of De Wetto and Strauss, (of 
whom, in regard to this gospel, he freely speaks as the “ best cx’i- 
tics,” “the most eminent critics,” to the exclusion of all others,) 
he coolly adds, “ where such men doubt, assuredly it is not for 
us to dogmatize.” Then finding the Gospel of John difterent 
from what he imagined it should have been, or ought to have 
been, and indulging in various other censures of the writer, he 
comes to the conclusion, that “ if it was the work of an apostle 
at all, i^was of an apostle who had only caught a small fragment 
of his Master’s mantle,” (p. 145,) “ifit were the production of the 
Apostle John, it was*written at a time when either from defect 
of memory, redundancy of imagination, or laxity in his notions 


^ Kurze Erhl&rung des Eiangeliwiis Johannif, p. 8. 
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of an historian^ duty, he allowed him^lf to take strange liberties 
with fact,” (p. v^') Thus Mr. Greg has two strings to his hew. 
Either way thelgospel must be discredited. If its genuineness 
cannot be overtnVown, its authority must be written down, be¬ 
cause it does not suit his own ideas of apostolic wisdom. But it 
is not our question at present, how the gospels, and this among 
them, may be vindicated in respect of their contents. Neither 
is it needful to ask why Mr. Greg should on this subject, as in 
several other places, openly contradict himself, by assigning the 
first epistle to John, and asserting it as highly probable that the 
gospel and epistle had the same origin. If the genuineness of^ 
the gospels remains untouched, no license of censure, founded 
on their contents, can ever prevail against them. The only rea¬ 
sonable inference, in such circumstances, must bo that men are 
against the gospels, because the gospels are against their favourite 
opinions. We shall therefore pass over the muster roll of dis¬ 
crepancies, incoherences, blunders, fictions, and even forgeries, 
(Mr. Greg absolves the synoptists from “ want of honesty” only 
“ in the great majority of instances,” (p. 137,) and speaks of 
the fourth gospel as “ throughout an unscrupulous and most in- 
e.xact paraphrase of Christ’s teaching,”—p. 157,) with which 
the evangelists are alleged to have dishonoured themselves and 
disgraced their Master. Nor shall we be tempted to discuss 
Mr. Greg’s singular comments upon the evangelic narratives' 
of the Resurrection. He appears to believe no more than that 
a young man appeared in white, who pointed out to the 
women the Saviour’s empty tomb. This he believes, because 
the Gdlspel of Mark, which ought to end (though no critical 
Greek Testament makes it end) with the 8th verse of the 16th 
chapter, has asserted no more, and the narratives disagree 
oil all other points. The excited imaginations of the Apostles, 
ready to receive anything so joyful, (though Mr. Greg elsewhere 
contends that thb Saviour had not given them the least hint he 
should rise again,) “ mistook some passing individual for their 
crucified Lord, and from such an origin multiplied rumours of 
his reappearance arose and spread,” (p. 217.) Mr. Greg does 
not definitively adopt this opinion ; but he regards it with no 
disfavour, and it seems to be the best that he can propose. This 
shows at least that the orthodox have not the monopoly of faith; 
and that those who regard this view with favour have little reason 
to apologize for the disciples, as “ not men of critical, inquiring, 
or doubting minds,” (p. 218.) We thought that there had been 
a Thomas among them, and that they were all slow to believe. We 
thought that there had been a whole legion bf unbelievers in Jeru¬ 
salem where the resurrection was immediately preached, and 
preached so as to imply a charge of murder, ready to put the 
figment down by unmasking the young man in white, or ex- 
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posing the Saviour’s dea4 body. We thought ihat, upon the 
testimony of Paul, which Mr,^ Greg himself cai^ >t reject, there 
were 500 persons, many of them still living, who saw the 
Saviour at one time. All this goes for nolning, unless some 
original document, containing the written testimony, it is now 
said of two, now of four, and now of at least six witnesses, is 
handed down from age to age, attesting a personal vision ; though 
it might, one would think, appear, that the testimony of John in 
the 20th chapter of his gospel, which includes other ten, and the 
manifold other testimonies, are virtually not less present to us than 
' if we heard them with our own ears. And thus with the most 
relentless rigour in testing history and the most chaiitable laxity 
in constructing hypotlieses, the resurrection of Jesus, the watch¬ 
word of sternly sincere and intensely practical men, the fact 
which, proclaimed in broad-day light with trumpet clearness and 
vindicated against all coiners at tlie expense of the dearest life’s- 
blood, overturned two mighty religions and revolutionized the 
world, vanishes away into a white mist, an apparition of the 
dawn which must now sink back into darkness. 

Having thus freely expressed our dissatisfaction with the 
grounds on which this “ critical” school dismisses and casts aside 
the old supernatiiralist view's of inspiration, we may be pardoned 
some expression of astonishment at the stylo in which they deve- 
•lop their own. The highest utterances of God in man—such 
products of genius as mark the culminating point of the religious 
instincts and faculties of our race—might expect to be treated 
with something of the kneeling veneration witli which the wor¬ 
shippers of Homer, Plato, Raphael, and Handel aj)proach their 
masterpieces. It is with a grievous surprise that we encounter 
in this class of writings an unaccountable want of respect 
towards these highest products of the religious consciousness,” 
and even a frequent sarcastic stroke, as if their authors could 
not forget the old grudge they had borne against them when 
they did battle on the ormodox side. They seem to have known 
the Bible so much as a foe in its supernatural form, that w'heu 
it is converted to Naturalism they can hardly treat it as a friend. 
Mr. Newman’s book is a grand corrective of Old Testament 
prejudices, bigotries, and religious illusions—such an account of 
Jewish men and things, as a Carthaginian might have written 
of the Roman heroes of the second Punic w^ar. It is a reopening 
of the issue between David and the heathen chiefs, the kings of 
Judah and the kings of Israel, Hezekiah and Sennacherib, with 
the fixed result of reversing every verdict of the Jewish books, 
and bringing off the •culprits not guilty,* It is a general jail- 


* The same mast be said of the Hebrew estimate of Samuel versus Saul, wluch 
Mr* Ncwiium would reverse if the facta bearing against Samuel were not arbitrw- 
lily set aside. 


delivery of 01(«Testatnent criminals—Such as Jeroboam, Ahab, 
Ahaz; and even Jezebel, Athaliah, and Manassch como in for 
redeeming wordWand charitable sympathies. Such a seeking 
out of the negle^d and remembering of the forgotten, such 
a drcumnavigation of philanthropy has not been known for 
many a day. The exaltation of the one side is naturally fol¬ 
lowed by the depression of the other. The prophets are the 
troublers of Israel, the authors by their stupidity, if not their 
villany, of every great crime and massacre, and of the rupture of 
the kingdoms. The true, or reputedly true, are much on a level 
with the false, fur some, like Elisha, are movers of rebellion, aiid 
others, like Jeremiah, “ play into the hands of the public enemy,” 
(p. 352,) while all alike, if not charlatans, are enthusiasts, conse¬ 
crating their own fancies by a thus saith the Lord and as for 
the priests and Levites, like every other clerical body, their aim 
is power and pelf, to attain which they do not scruple to hood¬ 
wink tender-hearted kings by inventing oracles and forging books 
in the name of Moses. Every eulogy has some reservation ; every 
compliment some sting in its tail. Of David we are told, that all 
the “brilliancy alike of his chivalry and of his piety is sullied, and 
cold minds suspect his religious raptures of hypocrisy,” (p. 112.) 
The prophets, from Joel to Isaiah, are only lauded at the expense 
of their successors. Isaiah’s usual strain is “ grandiloquent,” 
and of his confessedly splendid prophecy against Sennacherib,’ 
it is condescendingly remarked, that “ we still read it with in¬ 
terest and admiration,” (pp. 278, 300.) Still, “his natural note” 
w’as “ harsh,” and up to Jn’s “ swan-song” the oracle respecting 
Egypt, “ when his bosom expanded to embrace Gentile enemies,” 
he had “ the contracted heart of a mere Jew,” (p. 308.) And 
this is the nation—these its noblest spU’its^these the masterpieces 
of its literature, towards which Mr. Newman, resuming the 
attitude of worship in the peroration of his book, tells us that 
“ Judea WHS the well-spring of religious wisdom to a world be¬ 
sotted by frivolous or impure fancies”—that as “ to the Greeks 
it was given to develop beauty and science—to the Homans 

a rudence and municipal rule, so to the Jews it was given to 
}p the holiness of God, and his sympathy towards his 
chosen servants,” and that while the prophets “ groaned over 
the monstrous fictions which imposed on the nations under the 
name of religion, they announced that out of Zion should go forth 
the law and the word of Jehovah,” (p. 370.) Whence then Mr. 
Newman’s systematic and even ludicrous depreciation in detail of 
this Jewish inspiration ? Judea was the well-spring of religious 
wisdom: yet Jewish judgments of almost'everything need to be 
revereed. They developed the holiness of God and his sympathy 
with his chosen servants : but this holiness they dishonoured by 
odious immoralities, and their idea that they were God’s chosen 
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servants was mei*e bigotry*and delusion. The pmphets groaned 
over the fictions which imposed on the nations; y t from Samuel 
downward, who pretended a divine commissioyor the anointing 
of Saul, which in his heart he disliked, they too often lied and 
forged oracles to impose upon their own. Does Mr. Newman 
not see the intellectual obliquity of this procedure ? Does he 
not see that while dilating on and exaggerating discrepancies in 
the books of Kings and Chronicles, his own book is a stupendous 
contradiction ? The ribaldry of Paine itself is a relief, logically 
speaking, compared with this combination of kissing and smiting 
under the fifth rib. Nor will the English mind endure to have 
the record of mingled delusion and knavery, w^rong-headedness 
and cruelty, which Mr. Newman’s reading of Jewish history 
exliibits, decorated with the frontispiece of a temple, and the 
blazonry of inspiration. 

Similar criticisms are made by Mr. Greg upon the persons 
and books of the New Testament, wherein, conjointly or severally, 
some kind of inspiration is notwithstanding allowed by him 
to reside. The style in which the evangelists are handled we 
have already remarked. The apostl.es fare no better. They had 
“angry contentions”, among themselves, (p. 1G4,) They w^ere 
the dupes of the prevailing delusion that the Holy Spirit was at 
w'ork in the gift of tongues, and on this ground, enlarged the 
•strictly Jewish limits within which their master had confined 
them “ in a singular and inconclusive manner,” (p. 178.) Peter 
had no better foundation than a dream, which was the result 
of hungei’, for giving to Christianity a cosmopolitan character, 
(p. 169.) Paul taught “confused and contradictory notions on 
the subject of marriageand “ there is much in the tone of 
his doctrinal writings which we believe and feel to be at vari¬ 
ance, or at least little in harmony with the views and spirit of 
Jesus,” (pp. 183, 190.) John, in his first epistle, “abounds in 
denunciations, all too redolent of the temper o? the apostle who 
wished to call down fire from heaven on an unbelieving village,” 
(p. 154.) James alone, whose epistle (marvellous to relate) Mr, 
Greg willingly receives as genuine, “ is one who had drank in 
the spirit and appreciated the lessons of the meek, pi*actical, 
and spiritual Jesus,” (p. 185.) But why speak of these and 
similar criticisms on the disciples, when the critic permits him¬ 
self to adopt the style he applies to the Master 1 There is much 
veneration, indeed, professed, and we do not dispute that it is 
honestly felt. Such an error in logic we will readily tolerate as 
leaves in any man a reverenee for Jesus out of which something 
higher and better may yet grow. But, in a matter of logiem 
criticism, we must deal with Mr. Greg’s statements as we find 
them, and look to their inevitable tendencies. At one time no 
words are too strong for his admiration of the greatness and 
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wisdom of Jesvs, and he sets down td» the misrepresentations of 
the evangelists\ill those doctrines ascribed to him, which form 
the peculiar^ si^rtling^ perplexing, revolting, and contradictory 
doctrines of moderia orthodoxy,—doctrines which unsophisticated 
men feel to be horrible and monstrous,’' (p. 152) : such as the 
necessity of faith to salvation, the sinfulness of unbelief, the Deity 
of Jesus, and the Atonement. These are too obviously unsound 
to have formed a part of his teaching; And yet, though the 
wisest, purest, noolest being that ever clothed thought in the 
poor language of humanity,” (p. 228,) his doctrines were not so 
new, so profound, so perfect, so distinctive,” as not to be essen¬ 
tially contained in the Old Testament. He appears to have 
held erroneous views respecting demoniacal possession, the inter¬ 
pretation of Scripture, his own Messiahship,^ his second coming, 
and the approacning end of the world,” (p. 230.) “ He neither 

directed nor contemplated the spread of his gospel beyond the 
pale of the Jewish nation,” (p. 168.) Even his moral system, 
though unimprovable and unsurpassable,” and “ fitted to make 
earth a paradise,” (p. 244,) has some such radical defect, or 
incompleteness, or inapplicability in our day and country, that 
any one who stricily regulates his conduct by its teacliing (putting 
aside the mere letter) is immediately led into acts which the 
world unanimously regards as indicative of an unsound or un¬ 
balanced mind,” (p. 246.) And then, on some essential points^ 
Christianity, oven as Christ left it, is unquestionably a stumbling- 
block to the wise and reflective of all ages. Thus the doctrine 
that prayer is ansv\t?red, as Christ taught it, is “ obviously irre¬ 
concilable with all that reason and revelation teach us of the 
divine nature,” (p. 248.) The Christian idea of forgiveness which 
Christ shared, “is unmeaning or blasjihemous as applied to Je¬ 
hovah,” (p. 264,) because the forgiveness of sins in any other 
sense than the abandonment of them is impossible; and to crown 
all, so far as thef evidence goes, “ the views of Christ respecting 
the future world were less in advance of those current in his age 
and country than his views u}x>n any other topic,” and “ perhaps 
even fall short of those attained by some pious Pagans of an earlier 
date,” (p. 280.) Strange blunders and shortcomings these for 
“themost exalted religious genius whom God ever sent upon the 
earth—in himself an embodied revelation” (!) (p. 233.) Was* 
it worth while to sift the gospels clear of all “ Orthodoxy” and 
“ Calvinism” ^by so laborious a process, to leave so much chaflF 

* The Messiahship of Jesus Mr. Greg does not seem to know what to make of. 
At one time Jesus is spoken of as believing'liiniseif sent to fulfil the functions of 
the expected Messiah, (p. IIS.) At another time tiie Messiah expected by the 
Jews iasaid to have been ” of a character so different and a career so opposite to 
those of the meek, lowly, long*saffering Jesus, that the passages describing the one 
never could have been applied to the other witliout a p7rvcr8ion of Ingenuity, and 
a disloyal treatment of their obvious significatioii,’’ (p. 62.) 
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still among the wheat ? GHie doctrines of the NewTestament are 
destroyed oy its own moral teaching like a ternple burnt down 
by a coal from its own altar, and then the haumss coal itself is 
blown out. A Caesarean operation, fatal to*4he parent life, is 
performed on the gospels, to extract from them the genuine 
Christianity, and then the miserable infant perishes by the hard 
nursing to which it is subjected I 

Upon the whole, this singular tone of apparent reverence and 
ultimate depreciation with which Mr, Newman and Mr. Greg 
alike treat the greatest names in Judaism and Christianity, is to 
us a matter of unfailing wonder; and the singularity and self con¬ 
tradiction might even be regarded as giving a mythical character 
to their entire productions. We have met, however, with one 
fact which, so far as it goes, deserves to be mentioned, as prov¬ 
ing such phenomena not altogether unknown to history. Mr. 
Walpole, in his Travels among the Anasyrii in Mount Lebanon, 
informs us of a man who came suddenly upon a company of 
that strange people in the midst of the rites of their mysterious 
w’orship. They had dressed up a wooden figure into an imago 
of Providence, and this they wwe assiduously engaged in 
flogging. The parallel is complete, shewing wdiat deviations 
from nature may arise without absolute miracle. Hero too is 
the wooden image baptized with the name of a divinity, and the 
•prevailing rito of w’orshipis flagellation. 


This theory of inspiration then may be left to fall by its own 
weight; and 'we have little doubt that soon the field will be 
swept clear of its ruins, and the ancient land-mark re-erected 
between those who regard the Bible as the mere product of im¬ 
posture and fanaticism, on the one hand, and those who regard 
it as containing a supernatural revelation from God, on the 
other. Such an issue is likely to be hastened by some of the 
works at the head of this Article. The historical argument for 
the books of the New Testament is very clearly and effectively 
jmt by Dr. Tregelles, who rc-exbibits the materials of honest 
old Lardner and of Paley, with the freshness and authority 
px*oper to one whose life has been devoted, and not in vain, to 
tlic prosecution of original researches, w'ith the view to a critical 
edition of the New Testament. This tract and the more elabo¬ 


rate treatise of Davidson lately noticed in tliis Journal, amply 
show how irrefragable, as mere historic documents, tried by all 
the ordinary tests of genuineness and authenticity, tlie sacred 
books are, and will establish as a necessary corollair their super¬ 
natural character, in •the case it is to be hoped of all who are not 
prepared to believe in any monstrosity short of the miracle of 
a revelation, or to disallow the heavenly oracle because it does 
come from heaven, and is higher than our ways and thoughts. 
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Here^ toa, r4pk the ingenious, iearrred, and eminently candid 
Tracts, entitledVhe “ Restoration of Belief'^ The First Part of 
this series is a nn^terly re-exhibition of the argument from the 
success of Christianity in its struggle with Paganism, taking the 
reader back into the bosom of the martyr-Church, laying open 
the spring of its calm, grave, and indomitable earnestness in wit¬ 
nessing to the gospel tacts, and the Person of Christ as the centre 
of them, and urging the question whether a crisis in the world’s 
advancement, wliicli not only cax'ried through these truths in 
mortal battle, but gave to all professing faith, and even to dis¬ 
belief, a moral grandeur unknown before, and thus cast on honest 
infidelity a ray of heavenly light such as had never before fallen 
upon it, had its source in a congex'ies of exaggerations, and in 
a mindless conspiracy, hatched by chance, nursed by imposture, 
and winged by fanaticism,” (p. 110.) The Second Tract, with 
the same calm, invincible logic, pursues the argumeixt tliroagh 
the apostolical Epistles, making good such a between the 

natural and supernatural element in them that, on the denial of 
the latter, the apostolic character becomes a jumble of incon¬ 
sistencies, to which no semblance of moral or of immoral unity 
can be given,” (p. 219.) 

Wo pass over then to the ranks of the Supebnatukaltsts, 
by whom alone, iu propriety of speech, theories of “inspiration” 
can be entertained, and shall endeavoixr to signalize some of the 
more noted and influential theorists of recent times. We need 
not take the trouble of collecting their testimonies to what they 
hold in common—that Christianity is a supcrnatui’al revelation 
—that that revelation is contained in the Bible, and that there 
rests upon the Bible in consequence an authority sui geneHs^ and 
such as belongs to no other book in.the world. But it imme¬ 
diately strikes us, that thx'ough this large, and we trust, (not¬ 
withstanding all outcries to the contrary,) increasing class, there 
runs one great linkj of division which parts them off into adherents 
of the Bible in a more lax or in a more strict sense. The most 
superficial glance discovers two theories more or less opposed 
to oxxe another—in much it may be in appearance, but in not 
a little also in reality—foi*ming wliat may be called the theory 
of partial and the theory of plenary inspiration. Under these 
two rubxncs, accordingly, we shall bring the remainder of our 
critical review. 

The two most inflaential reasoners on the side of partial inspi¬ 
ration which this century has produced are Schleiermacher and 
Coleridge. The one has acted upon German theology, the other 
on British and American; and a curious parallel might be drawn 
between them in respect of more questions than this of inspira¬ 
tion. Our limits require us, how'ever, to restrict ourselves to 
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this one point; and we ffrefer to begin with Schleiermacher, 
both as the earlier, and as liaving carried out hi? views to more 
bold and therefore more easily apprehensible r^ilts. 

Though Schleiermacher was not fond of tlfe name of super- 
natnralist, and sought by sundry devices of a dialectical kind to 
break the shock which the admission of a miraculous interfer¬ 
ence gave to his philosophy, nothing is more clear than that all 
the good which he effected in Germany was by the restoration 
ot Ciiristianity to its supernaturalist elevation, and by insist¬ 
ing that it is a manifestation of divine truth and grace, infi¬ 
nitely raised above all reasoning, morality, and other pre-exist¬ 
ing resources of the world, lie did not look, however, on this 
divine quality as originally communicated in the Bible, but in 
the Person of Christ, which was to him the grand centre of 
devout regard, and focus of influence on the spiritual desti¬ 
nies of men. Christ was the word of God, the living word, 
imparting, so to speak, a magnetic property to those who came 
in contact with him, more especially Iiis apostles, thus revolution¬ 
izing the world by their living example, and not merely by certain 
articles of faith transmitted to them in a dogmatic shape, and 
then engrossed in a written document, to be held out to the in¬ 
tellectual reception of mankind. With him Christ is first, the 
Church second, the Bible last. The Bible is the product of 
Taith, jire-supposes faith to its comprehension, and is in no 
other sense the work of the Holy Spirit than all succeeding 
Christian literature, save and except that its separate parts were 
written by those who, standing nearest the divine Saviour, 
drank most into his Spirit, and reflected the universal Christian 
sentiment in relation to Jesus in its highest purity. This nor¬ 
mal value of the Bible is not affected by differences of opinion 
respecting the canon, or the origin of the sacred books them¬ 
selves. There is enough of unity and certainty in the main to 
make the rejection of certain writings (Schleiefmacber not only 
himself rejected some of the so-called Deutero-canonical books, 
but the First Epistle of Timothy) a matter of little moment t«) 
Christian faith. There is a sufficient reflection of the divine pre¬ 
sence of Christ in the books themselves to satisfy all the necessities 
of the Christian consciousness, though some of the gospels may 
have been compiled from fragments, amid,the ordinary liabili¬ 
ties of history to error, and though the epistles were sent fdhh 
with no more distinctive aid and guard against defect than lay 
in the apostolic training and experience of their authors. Hence 
not only in the critical settlement of the canon and text of Scrip¬ 
ture, but also in its interpretation, a large place is to be assigned to 
Christian consciousness, as the living continuous principle from 
which the Bible originally proceeded; and in the settlement of 
the true and divine by this organ, that writing has most authority 
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which bears most directly on Christ %nd Ins work, so that the 
contents of the New Testament have a graduated scale of impor¬ 
tance, and the (^Id Testament has no normal dignity whatever.* 
Serviceable as these views were when first propounded, and 
great as was the stride which they evinced beyond the Kantian 
estimate of the Bible as a mere legendary vehicle of morality, 
it will bo seen at once, that they allow to the Scriptures a partial 
and scanty measure of inspiration. We have nere the source 
of a very current formula in Germany, that “ God’s word is 
in the Bible; but that the Bible is not God’s word.” Schleierma- 
eber to some extent veiled the imperfections of his own scheme, 
partly by the admirable eloquence and fervour with which he 
descanted on what was true in it, e,g.y that Christ is the fountain¬ 
head of a glorious change in the spiritual life of mankind, and 
that personal communion with him is necessary to exalt the 
word above a dead letter; and partly by an ingenious accom¬ 
modation of his style to Church-formulas of greater rigour and 
fulness. Yet his theory will not stand the test of anything like 
that keen examination with which he loved to abate what he 
regarded as the exaggerations of orthodoxy, 

AVe think it may be admitted that the presumption is against 
a theory which receives revelation but denies inspiration and 
infallibility. We are far, however, from wishing to rest much 
(in point of argument we desire to rest nothing) as has some¬ 
times been done, on mere a pHori likelihoods and anticipations 
in regard to so mysterious and sublime a work of God as 
the giving of a revelation to mankind. Could it be proved 
that revelation extended no farther than Schleiennacher has 
contended, for our parts would be thankful for so much; 
and though with a Bible in our hands, much of which was un¬ 
certainly divine, and not a little of which was unquestionably 
uncanonical, we should still have struggled on our way beneath 
the broken rayi# that came from the eternal W’ord, hoping at 
last to reach the goal of so trying a pilgrimage, and to find the 
explanation of error and defect in the Bible, as we found the 
explanation of the like staggering phenomena in God’s world 
and in God’s Church. Still, a reasonable man will hardly deny 
that with the idea of a supernatural revelation we more natur¬ 
ally connect that of a permanent document^ which fully partakes 
of the qualities of that revelation^ and secures it for all ages ; and 
as there is a clear and indisputable miracle at any rate, it seems, 
so far as can be judged, more suitable and w^orthy of God to make 
that miracle complete, and to deposit its results not in a written 
production, whicn errs so greatly both by excess and defbet, 
but in a Bible as immaculate as its great subject. Schleierma- 


♦ Glauhend^rey vol. ii. pp. 477-509, (1st edition.) 
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cher boldly confronts the difficulty of believing in an imniaeulate 
Christ. Is it not like an inconsequence to cast away the fruits 
of this infallibility or let them fall to the grounj^? 

^ A still greater difficulty is the total iueffisiency of the prin¬ 
ciple according to which we are to separate, in the actual Bible, 
the valid and ultimate word of God from its admitted imperfec¬ 
tions. “ Christian consciousness,’' w;e are told, is to distinguish, 
even in the writings of admittedly apostolic men, between 
what is divine and what bears the mark of human infirmity. 
And this consciousness is to recognise as' sacred whatever 
treats directly of the person and work of Christ, and to allow 
a gradually increasing admixture of error in all that lies beyond. 
We say nothing of the soundness of this rule. What we insist 
on is its total inutility. It is utterly impossible to separate the 
person of Christ from the whole New Testament theoiy of crea¬ 
tion and providence. Do passages which speak of his pre¬ 
existent state and universal natural rule claim our faith or not ? 
Are the discoveries respecting the future life sufficiently con¬ 
nected with his person and work to be absolutely reliable? 
Where Is the boundary between the little and the great in the 
biographies of the evangelists ? Are we with Schleiermacher to 
regard the alleged doctrine of Jesus respecting demoniacs, as 
one of the narrator’s mistakes, touching, as it did, no vital point; 
br, rather with Neander, as a true report, since the subject was 
mixed up with the whole of Christ’s work of deliverance from 
sin and evil ? Such questions are endless. But we cannot help 
adverting to the Messianic prophecies of the Old Testament, to 
which Schleiermacher leaves a kind of shadowy dignity amid 
the dethronement of all besides. As it is confessedly a matter of 
disputation with him what portions of the Old Testament arc to 
be ranked in this class, we have here a continued problem 
whether or not any part of tho Old Testament can be clearly 
made out to be the word of God at all; and the reverence which 
is felt for it on this theory, must to some extent resemble that of 
the Mussulman for the piece of waste paper, on which he refuses 
to tread lest it should contain a part of the Koran ; or if this be 
thought extreme, the language must hold which was applied to 
the Samaritan idea of the Old Testament, “ Ye worship yo 
know not what.” 

But by far the most formidable and indeed utterly insuperablo 
objection to this theory of partial inspiration, is its contrariety to 
the distinctf emphaticj and universal utterance of the Bible respects 
ing itself. This is, after all, the turning-point of the argument. 
Uncertain as this dodtrine makes the boundary of canonical 
Scripture, and also how much of the canon is infallible, there is 
enough of unchallengeable Scripture (we here speak of it as a 
mere historical document) left over by this theory to overthrow 
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itself from the foundations. The principle that authority in 
teaching belongs to the companions of Christ, as the resnlt 
merely of his h^e-long action on their minds, is opposed by tlie 
whole; history of the prejudices and errors of the apostles, dovm 
to. the time of Christ’s death. It is also incompatible ti^ith the 
history of Paol, whose authority Schleiermaoher admits, but 
lamely enough attempts to harmonize with his view. If we do 
n<^ tear the whole gospel record asunder, and do violence to the 
inductive principles by which all history should be studied, it 
was not the mere presence of Christ, but the operation of the 
Holy Ghost, that led the apostles into ml truth; and though that 
truth was connected with Himself, much of it had not during 
his life-time dawned on their minds, for he had many things to 
say which they could not then bear, and which they were yet to 
teach the world. His own motto was—“ I have given unto them 
the words which thou gavest meand though his glorious divine 
example had also its influence, this iil not to be disjoined from 
that doctrine of which he spoke as coming from God, and that 
truth which was able to make free. It was not then merely as 
prolonging Christ’s utterances that the apostles had authority. 
The spirit of Christ was in them a fountain of independent in¬ 
spiration ; so that inspiration was not, as Schleiermacher con¬ 
tends, an incommunicable property of Jesus, but shared by the 
apostles. The apostolic claim put at the head of the epistles, iij 
tons tantamount to the direct utterance of Christ, as it is indeed 
thus translated by Paul, (in a sense how different from the recog¬ 
nition of any co-ordinate vote of Christian consciousness I) “ If 
any man among you think himself to be spiritual, let him ac¬ 
knowledge that the things which I write are the commandments 
of the Lord.” If epistolary inspiration was thus guaranteed to 
such a degree, that even an angel from heaven preaching an¬ 
other gospel was declared accursed, not less surdy was the infal¬ 
libility of the apostles secured, as writers of the .gospel-history, 
by the promise that all things should be brougm to their re¬ 
membrance which Christ, had said, words which, on Schleier-. 
machcr’s theory of a natural reminiscence of divine communica¬ 
tions, have absolutely no meaning. Thus the whole basis of 
apostolic autliority is lifted away from the point where Schleier¬ 
macher placed it, to another where it ranks with that of Christ 
himseliy and where, dissociated from a divine nature, or even 
pre-eminent endowments, it is placed on the same footing of a 
neav^ly misrion on which Cnrist himself put it; “ As thou 
hast sent me into the world, even 'so I have sent them into the 
world.” This co-ordinaiion extends by the testimony of Christ 
himself not only to the apostles, but goes back to Moses and the 
prophets. . No limitation of authentic Scripture can get rid of 
Christ's appeal to the authority of Moses, as testifying of Him, 
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or hia freqa^ qnotationasfrom.tbe Old Testament, as a divine 
bodk. The repeated recognition of Moses as a prophet pre*eint> 
nendy like Christ, cannot be impugnedand Schleiermacher 
himself has acknowledged that Second Epistle to Timothy, and 
employed it to impeach the first, in which it is affirmed by Paul 
with reference to the Old Testament, thatall Scripture is given 
by inspiration of God.’'* Many more express passages and 
general principles from the New Testament might be adduced to 
corroborate those already cited. But these are sufficient to 
prove (leaving for the present Schleiermacher’s unsettlement of 
the canon to the historical evidence which re>establishes it) that 
inspiration was not so bound and restricted to the life of Christ 
as to exist elsewhere only in gleams and shadows, requiring 
“ Christian consciousness” to detect it; but that by the showing 
of Christ himself, his own inspiration found its work in develop¬ 
ing truths and doctrines which pre-existed by inspiration in the 
Old Testament, and was ^transmitted to the apostles with such 
clearness and authority as to leave Christian consciousness no 
other place but that of devout submission to whatever came from 
apostles in word or writing as revealed doctrine. The true place 
of Christian consciousness is thus, to take words for once out 
of the mouth of Strauss, expressed by the precept, “ Taceat 
mulier in ecclesiaand no claim can be set up for it, on the 
ground that as the Church preceded the Bible, it ought to have 
a voice in assenting to or rejecting it, for this is merely to say 
that the apostles preceded their writings, and their piety their 
inspiration,—commonplaces which are rather an insecure foun¬ 
dation for a doctrine of universal inward light, to which the 
sources of Christian belief give no sanction. 

The effect of Schleiermacher’s views of inspiration is to this 
day abundantly apparent, not only in the less advanced school 
that have kept true to his traditions, and w^aged in his name 
violent opposition against the orthodox, but likewise in the more 
enlarged and independent thinkers, such as Nitzsch, Julius Milller, 
Twesten, and Tholuck, who with Neander at their head, and 
shortly before his death, united more openly than they had ever 
previously done under the banner of Sclileiermacher’s memory, 
virtually to resist the advances of that more strict supematuralism 
which from various influences was gaining ground in Germany. 
These eminent men, indeed, have far exceeded Schleiermacher in 
their concessions to the older orthodoxy, and to a great extent have 
returned to those results in regard to the canon and the supreme 
authority of the apostolic Scripture which in the first revival of 
faith in Germany 'vreth regarded as extreme. With the excep¬ 
tion, perhaps, of tbe?Book of Revelation and the Second Epistle 


* The other iuterpr^tatiott of these Words is coosidered aft^wards. 
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6 f Peter, they do not express much liftsitation as to the right of 
any part of the New Testament to its place, and they yield to 
the Epistles all the reverence which is possible on the highest 
theory of inspiration. Almost no exception occurs to us as 
taken by them to any apostolic statement but that of the ap¬ 
proaching end of the .world, which they represent the apostles 
(we think on very unsatisfactory grounds) as unanimously lead¬ 
ing their converts to expect. The masterly compend of apos¬ 
tolic doctrine given by Neander in the second volume of his 
“ History of the Planting of the Church,” is a great step be¬ 
yond Schleiermacher; and no intelligent adherent of a more 
rigid theory of inspiration can quarrel with his exhibition of 
multiplicity in unity in the views of Paul, Peter, James, and 
John, but will rather admire the profound Christian wisdom 
and truth with which points of apparent opposition are adjusted 
and harmonizetl. A similar change is very clearly reflected 
in Nitzsch’s “ System of Christian D^trine.” He admits that 
the absence of Christ was compensated by the presence of the 
Paraclete, and that revelation was thus transmitted in its origi¬ 
nal purity; that no one can receive the Word of God save 
through the apostolic writings; that appeal to any other autho¬ 
rity, such as inward light, independently of the.se writings, is 
mere fanaticism ; that the Church has not given tiie Scriptures 
any claim to authority, but receives all its own authority front 
them; and that the Church is based on the Scriptures—in 
other words, on the belief, that the same power of God to which 
w’e owe the revelation made in apostolic preaching, has been 
exerted to give us in the Scripture a unique, distinct, and per¬ 
fect conveyance of that revelation. Nay, Dr. Nitzsch goes 
so far as to maintain, that the Church, even in Christ’s own 
day, rested on tmitten revelation, seeing that both He and his 
apostles appealed to the Old Testament; and that thus, to use 
Ins own words, *there never was “ an absolute interregnum of 
oral teaching.”* It is obvious how widely these representations 
tend to depart from the ground of Schleiermacher, and to ap- , 
proach to the theology of the Reformation ; yet in the same 
treatise there is a tendency both to elevate Christ’s inspiration 
above that of the apostles, and by consequence to depress tlife 
latter nearer to the level of the ordinary working of the Spirit in 
the Church, which clearly betrays the influence of the school; 
just as if, in order to exalt the Saviour, it were necessary to 
make Him an absolute starting-point in the history of true reli¬ 
gion, and in comparison of his direct utterances to depreciate all 
his indirect revelations both before and after his Incarnation. 


^ These prini^pies are, for 1jrevlt^*B sake, coxupendized from the fifth Germaa 
edUion, \\ 37'‘43, 
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The views of inspiratit^ which lie at the basis of Neander’s 
“ Life of fjesus Christ” endure less satisfactorily a logical ex- 
^ination than those of almost any other work of this great and 
inflnential theological party. There is mach«Koth of depth and 
beanty in his constrnotion of the evangelical history as a whole; 
and it did not need his acuteness and learning to expose at a 
thousand points the utter proposterousness of the mythical 
theory. Yet the result of his treatise is in many respects un¬ 
satisfactory as a full reflection of biblicaV data, and even as an 
application of his own principles in his earlier work. He con¬ 
templates the gospels throughout as purely historical com¬ 
positions, partaking of no other inspiration than that radiated 
from their subject. He acknowledges in them no inconsider¬ 
able number of positive errors—for example, that Matthew 
puts a false sense upon the sign of Jonas,” and that John 
erroneously applied the words “ destroy this temple,” to the 
Saviouris resurrection. He concedes the point, that they have 
(especially John) sometimes put their own words into the 
mouth of Jesus, or (especially tlie synoptical evangelists) mixed 
up discourses altogether diflerent, and out of their proper con¬ 
nexion. He extends their fallibility to arbitfaiy lengths—as, for 
example, that John might be mistaken in supposing that Judas 
was guilty of peculation; or Mark, in ascribing the death of the 
fiaptist to the revenge of Herodias, and not as Josephus, to 
Herod’s fear of insurrection. And he will allow nothing in their 
narrative for which he cannot And a guarantee in their natural 
capacities and opportunities of knowledge, maintaining that the 
disciples were too much agitated at the time of their Master’s 
ap]irehension to give a perfectly accurate account of it, and that 
w'c have no evidence that the veil of the temple was rent at the 
crucifixion, unless it may be that some converted priests after- 
Vards furnished the information. These and similar statements 
appear to us serious blemishes in an othervrise admirable perform¬ 
ance, which must militate against its acceptance in this country 
as a final reply ^to the work of Strauss. It is indeed a far 
'harder task to believe, with those who reject the supernatural 
character of Christianity, that the whole life of Jesps is a super¬ 
structure of fiction, raised upon the slenderest basis of com¬ 
monplace reality, than with the German Church historian, 
that a divine life was left to be reflected in a series of stained 
and broken mirrors. Only as the one procedure must be pro* 
tested against as gigantic error, the other may be dissented 
from as mutilated truth, and that all the more that it is not 
consistent with itself, t What room is left, on this principle of 
historical fallibility, for tlie promised and admitted influence 
of the Holy Spirit ? In Neauder's pages the synoptical evan¬ 
gelists are throughout represented as following a system of one- 
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par( 39 l),|i^d defective compilati^'—as unlike as possitile to 

^ «yl6 of from wkom the earl^ Chuith, to say nothing 
iyfyinspired critics still in the midst of it, expected, according to 
'‘*-^4 Mastmr’s pmmise, and j^ived thpir highest narratives 
*ithe highest of all transactions, which lay at-the foundation of' 
jQltfistiamty; and even John is thrown entirely^ upon the re¬ 
sources of his meinory fbr bis copious and often intricate reports 
of oui^ Saviouris discourse, Without having put to his credit 
a ringle help like that of Paul, “I have received of the Lord, 
that which also I delivered unto you.” It must be set down 
as another and a great'inconsequence, that' Neander freely 
ap'ii^Hes the harmonistic principle to the larger apparent ^ discre- 
jiancies between the. gospels, as, for example, respecting the • 
seat of our Lord's ministry, and the scene of his appearances 
after the resurrection—tlie presence of parables in the other 
ispels, and their absence in John—our Lord’s residence in 
azareth or Bethlehem—the resurrection of Lazanis, the agony 
in the garden, aad many others, while the lesser discrepan¬ 
cies are abandoned as irreconcilable, ^he principle of re¬ 
petition is admitted in the case of the Saviour's anointing, 
and even suggested in that of the entry into Jerusalem, while 
in the face of the most positive testimony it is denied in that 
of the miracle of the loaves. The principle of accommodation 
in our Saviour's allusions to Jewish opinions is discarded, and 
yet he is made to' ^uote in the temple the 110th Psalm, as 
one in which David m spirit calls the Messiah Lord ; though 
Neander thinks it probable that David did not write that psalm, 
and that tlm unknown writer of it, whatever the ultimate view 
of the Spirit, had no reference to the Messiah whatever. How 
much.incolmrences like these tend to impair the compact and 
logical form of tlie work in which they appear, is felt both in 
Germany and in tills country; and if Neander complains, as 
ho docs in his preface, that his theology suffers from the prin¬ 
ciple, “ rd ep fiea^ afi^xyreptodev Kretperat,^' it must, with all 
deference, be replied, that bis own armory supplies the javelins 
to both the opposite sides by which his_/uste tnt/teu is attacked. 

Witliout animadverting upon other works of adherents of this 
theory we tdiall confine ourselves to the last, wnd by much tlie 
most interesting of them all—one which may, be regarded as a 
kind of confession of faith from this camp of partial inmiration. 
We refer to the essay of Dr. Tholuck m the “ Deutsche Zeit- 
sohrift” for 1850. This publication was started in. the beginning 
of 1850, a few months before Neander^s death, and at his in- 
sUuiee, in coiyunction with Nitzsch.aiM MUller, as a weekly 
organ of the theplo^ and Church politics of the middle school, 
which needed some such counterpoise against the stnrdy ener^ 
and growing infi.QCiice of that formidable Berlin joumm, 
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“ Hwigstenberg's Kirchekzeitang.” Though greatly crippled 
by the lamented death of its founder this orgiin has taken a 
high place, and has cSlled forth many' valuable essays; though it 
may be remarked that it has too miiuh ballad and'too little sail 
for the widest kind of popularity. In this periodical Dr. Tho- 
Inck was called upon almost immediately to discuss the doctrine 
of inspiration; and his four papers, from April to November 
1850, are mentioned at the head of' this article. The two 
first are historical, and are intended to 6fove that, the doctrine 
of strict or plenary inspiration, has not been held by the majo¬ 
rity of Christian writers and churches from the beginning, but 
one more free and lax, admitting not only a human element, but 
the presence of error to some, though not to a serious, extent in 
the sacred books. In this historical inquiry it appears to us 
that Dr. Tholuck has been eminently unsuccessful. He sets Up 
the most rigid theory of inspiration ever broached—that preva¬ 
lent in the 17th century, according to which not only the 
writers were entirely passive (calami spiritus,) and the words 
dictated to them in one even stream, but likewise the Hebrew 
points and accents, and even the general punctuation, were de¬ 
clared to be immediately from God. He finds abundant evidence 
that this theory was neither held in the early Church, nor by 
the Reformers, nor sanctioned in any confession before the 17tn 
fcentury. But he totally fails in what ought to have been the 
great object of his review—to find, in any epoch of the Church, 
befiare the commencement of the rationalizing period that began 
with Grotius and Leclerc and continued throughout the 18th 
century, such plain admissions of error in the Bible as should 
serve for a breastwork to modern German evangelism. The 
utmost that Dr. Tholuck can make out like a precedent for this 
view, among the Fathers, is an acknowledgment of Origen, who 
is himself, however, admitted to have held the strictest theoiy 
of inspiration, that he could not on historical principles harmonize 
the gospel accounts of Christ's last paschal journey; and a state¬ 
ment of Chrysostom, who otherwise believed that all dintradic- 
tions of the sacred writers were only apparent, that Paul in his 
speech before Agrippa was left to some extent to mingle the 
workings of his own mind with the supplies of grace—a state¬ 
ment perfectly consistent with the infallibility of Scripture. 
The only one of the schoolmen who roundly charges any of 
the sacred wrimrs with error is Abelard, whose authority, how¬ 
ever, on a theological question, is of the lowest. The rash ex¬ 
pressions of Luther must be admitt^, balanced, however, fay 
the strongest assertions Elsewhere, that Scripture was immaculate. 
Bui the other Befoitriers, and especially Calvin, are quoted with 
injustice on the same side, for what they say amounts to this, 
(what every harmonist has repeate<l,) that there were chronolo- 
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gical and other difficulties, which ehef could not pj^ectly 
remove. Galistus, to whom Dr. Thdluck tracra the ondn of 
the lexer theory which at length prevailed in. the Lutheran 
Church, in express terms admits the entire truth of the bihUcal 
records; as did Baxter, Doddridge, and other English divines, 
both of the Church and among Dissenters, whose names are 
singularly enough introduced with those of. Socinus and the 
Anninians, as all conspiring to prove that the theory of iafal- 
Hbility has always been in the minority. Dr. Tholuek, then, 
who cannot be supposed to have brought forward the least elFec* 
tive witno^es, seems to us to have completely failed in establish¬ 
ing for his theory^ anything at all approaching to an influential 
standing-gronnd in the general tradition of Christian doctrine. 

Dr. Tholuck’s other two papers are occupied more with the 
exegetical and dogmatical aspects of the question; and though 
th^ evince, perhaps, the nearest approach which is possible 
from this side to what we must still r.all the di^odox* theory, 
they are far enough from obviating the objectionswe have already 
advanced to the views of its earlier representatives. Dr, Tho- 
Inck undertakes in this part of his work to do three things—to 
test the strict inspiration theory by the structure of Scriptui’e— 
to adduce biblical .testimony for the laxer theory—and to turn 
aside the Scripture testimony unjustly alleged for the other 
view. This is certainly a irair and honest programme. We 
cannot pronounce that it has been carried into execution. 

In considering the structure of Scripture, Dr. Tholuek acts 
hardly by his antagonists, among others Gaussen whose theory 
we shall afterwards notice, in descanting on the peculiarities of 
style and the evidences of mental individuality in the sacred 
writers, for this has never been more.eloquently illustrated than 
by Gaussen himself, and may be regarded as now universally ad¬ 
mitted. It is more to the purpose, and this is the mst of the 
argument, whetf he asserts, that in the Old and New Testament 
there are “ numerous proofs of inaccuracy in matters of fact 
and he charges the scrupulously orthodox with using such 
elaborate and forced devices to remove these, that at last Scrip¬ 
ture in their hands has come to resemble a garment covered with 
innnmesrable pieces of patchwork, rather than a seamless coat. 
_Dr. Tholuek knows well enough, and frankly confesses, that 
the opponents of Christianity have often spied a rent where 
there was none; but still thinks himself round to concede 
that in not a few places the rent exists. We cannot within 
oar limits follow him into detail: but having examined bis 
proof-textSj and knowing something of what has been written 
regarding them, we take the liberty to adhere to our old opinion, 


* See A former note. 
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that the same arguments* by which Dr. 'tholuek in his elabu* 
rate and valuable reply to Strauss, obviates his attack on the 
larger inconsistencies (so-called) of Scriptuie, avail also to the 
elimination of his ovim minor difficulties. Dr. Tholuek, begin¬ 
ning with misquotations of the Old Testament, according to the 
Septuagint version, thinks he has fbund three such in the Epistle 
to the Hebrews, where eiTors in the Septuagint are made the basis 
of reasoning.* We do not enter into the philological and other 
discussions connected with this question. In opposition even to 
the high authority of Dr. Tholuek, we regard all tnese citations as 
legitimate grounds of argument, the variations from the He¬ 
brew being unessential to the proof, and agree with Calvin 
in his note on the last, though Dr. Tholuek inaceurately repre¬ 
sents him as admitting a misapplication of this and the second 
of his examples:—“Neque eiiim in verbis recitandis adeo reli- 
giosi fuerunt, modo ne Scriptura in suum commodum falso abu- 
terentur. Semper hoc spectandum est quorsuin citent testimonia, 
nam in scopo ipso diligenter cavent ne Scripturam trahant in 
alienum sensum; sedtani in verbis, quam in aliis, quae presentis 
instituti non sunt, sibi liberius indulgent.” 

Such inaccuracies of discourse, next alleged by Dr. Tholuek, 
as the different versions of the sermon on the Mount, by Matthew 
and Luke, we set aside by adhering to the old explanation of a 
‘double discourse, though there seems no ccmtradiction between 
different reports of the same speech, if neither reporter professes 
to give the whole, nor in its absolutely identical connexion. 
The same principle applies to different applications of the same 
proverb, as of the blind leading the blind, or of a tree being known 
by its fruits, for surely this is*a proof of mental fertility worthy 
of admiration ; and it is rather curious by the way, that Strauss 
argues against that repetition as the mark of an empty head, a 
de|:)prture from which Dr. Tholuek thinks fatal to the accuracy 
of a discourse. * 

Inaccuracies of fact Dr. Tholuek admits to be much exag¬ 
gerated, and on the supposition that the sacred writers did not 
adhere to the order of time, unjustly charged upon them. He 
appeals, however, to some undoubted lapses of memory, as where 
Abiathar is put for Abimelech, (Mark ii. 26,) Jeremiah for 
Zechariah, (Matt, xxiii. 9-10,) Barachias for Jehoiada, (Matt, 
xxiii. 35j) and where Paul makes 23,000 fall (1 Cor. x. 8) 
instead ot 24,000. Wu must Confess that we see nothing more 
forced in the explanations of these difficulties by the harmonists, 
than in Dr. Tholuck’s own essays of the like kind, the tax¬ 
ing under Cyrenius, oV the. double calling of the Apostles. It 
was in the days of Abiatliar that the incident in David’s life 
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happened. JehoiadA might be the gp*ai^lather of Zacharies . 
and BaracWas his father:* Jeremiah mdy J^avo crept in by a 
corrqptbn of the text, and Paul may have ^vert the nufnbef 
that^l approximately, there being more than 23,000 and le^ 
than 24,000i We do not, however, by any means hold it to' be 
necessary to justify an honest belief in the infallibility of the Bible, 
that every such example as Dr. Tholuck has adducful should be 
yimm ariiy and convincingly explained. We freely acknowledge 
the difficulties in some cases which, notwithstanding all efforts 
of this kind, still exist. In boOka so extensive, so ancient, so 
liable to error in transcription, especially in the case of resem¬ 
bling names and numbers, the marvel to us is not that so many 
real difficulties exist, but so few, and that so many reasonable 
suppositions can be made in almost every case to, effect Har¬ 
mony—suppositions precisely of the same kind which advocates 
of partial inspiration employ against those who reject snper- 
nathral revelation altogotoor, and which critics devoid of all 
Christian prejudices,' apply to the chronology of Herodotus and 
Berosus, or the narratives of Tacitus and Josephus. The infal¬ 
libility of the Bible rests on its own inductive evidence, and 
this evidence is not abolished by such discrepancies, thougli the 
number already fairly eliminated by honest criticism is continu¬ 
ally re-inforcing it, as is Slso the marvellous verification, by all 
antiquarian research and progress, of the minute accuracy of 
Scripture where it once was questioned. We must deny, there¬ 
fore, the validity of Dr. Tholuck’s procedure, when—after havjng 
gone a great length in removing discords—he' at last stops and 
says, “ here is unqvtestionable error.” We should rather leave 
these outstanding difficulties as problems for criticism and mo¬ 
tives to fresh investigation, not shutting our minds to honest 
scruples, nor forcing others to swallow our premature solutions, 
but neither also refusing the strong historical testimony of Sc|^ip- 
tore to its own infallibility, nor doing it the injustice or shrinlSng 
from carrying through that infallibility in detail. 

In examining these allegations of Scripture respecting itself 
Dr. Thpluck betrays the weakest part of his own system. The 
loewr el«usieus, “ All Scripture is given by 'inspiration of God,” 
^., he fratislates, as might be expected, “ e^ry writing that, is 
inspired is also profitableand affirms that it was tber(^>gn of 
Panl to give to Timbtlw a criterion of true and false Scripture, 
via.,- the power of the former fo make the man of God perfect. 
Wo do not a^Bt to Dr. Tbolnck’s translatbn on philological 
gtOntids ; but'much less on logical, for is it not Unnktural to 
make Paul Write to Timothy in an age when every body 


* Even De Wette abd Straesa. are a1mi»t satisfied with some explanations of 
this diffieuU'text. 
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was agreed about th^ 01^ Tastameat, fcaoon, aa Schieiermaciter 
.might have leetured to hiadiuss, wlwu setting up the inward 
criterion; and does not tlin same resrdi: aH;^ all come out as 
on the other principle of tiwtslatidnj. for reference to “ the 
Holy Scriptures” in the preceding verse proves that Paul in 
speaking of ctmf Scriptnre as spoke of ally and 

meant to ascribe to all tbo same saln^ry efiects. Dr. Tboluck 
next runs Mcco pede over .the weighty statement, Korn. xv. 4, 
“ Whatsoever' things were writtwi aforetime were written for 
our learning, that we throng]^ patience and comfoi'tof the Serit)- 
tures might have hope,” on; the ground that, much of the Old 
Testament does not excite hope but terror; as if the Apostle 
meant to ennmerate all the kinds of l^earning derivable from the 
Old Testament, or as if hope in God’s faithfulness were not 
increased by examples of punishment as well as reward. 'We 
can least of all commend, however, his treatment of our Saviour'’s 
words, (John x. 35,) “The Scripture cannot be broken,” which 
he does not hesitate to regard as accommodation to Jewish 
notions of the rigid- accuracy of the Old Testament, even as the 
argument from the use of the word “ gorls” (Ps. Ixxxii. 6) is 
notliing more than an argumentum ad hominem. We are sorry to 
see any part of the accommodation-theory, long dead and buried, 
even by “critical science,” thus revisit the glimpses of the mhon; 
•more sorry still that it should‘re-appear under the auspices of one 
who has done so much to give its quietus to the rationalism of 
G abler and Pa ulus, of which that theory was a living member. 

These passages are almost the only ones which ’ Dr. Tholuck 
thinks it necessary to examine, as appearing to sanction the alleged 
claim by Scripture to its own infallibility. But these, strong as 
they are, represent in a very inadequate dt^eo the whole strength 
of the case. Every assertion in the Old Testament or the New, 
in which occurs a “Thus.saith the Lord,” or an appeal to autho¬ 
rity derived brom Christ, not only guarantees itself, but affords 
a presumption that the writer in question was not allowed to 
giix bis own errors with the truth of God. Every argumentative 
quotation by our Lord or bis Apostles is a direct proof that the 
sacred writer quoted was regarded by them as on a level with 
them^lves ] and even the more ornamental quotations are made 
with, tcdcens of respect, and in phrases of deference that amount 
to. tile same thing. .The whole of our Saviour’s ministry is a 
perpetual commentary on his own wprds, Epewdre rat ypeupd^, 
and he even dies with, them on. his tongue. In the Epistles -of 
Paul alone, upwards of 250 quotations, many of them argumen¬ 
tative and turning on tlie miuhte- accuracy of the original exist; 
and each , of these speaks as plainly- as it can for the amiform 
anthority of the source whence it is taken. Evidence of this 
kind must be studied in detail; and ariy onP who reads through 
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the whole Bible, as we have lately 6u|ie, with the view of esti¬ 
mating*^ the magnitude of its own claims, direct and indirect, fmr- 
itself, may well be astonished at their number and variety, and 
must regard the spepimens examined by Dr. Tholuck as only like 
the occasional highest peaks of a great mountain range, where 
everything asserts for itself an elevation above all ordinarj' levels. 
There is of connse no later revelation to do honour to the New 
Testament as it does to the Old,^ but can any one believe that 
the Gospels, little as they claim in comparison for themselves, 
are not exalted by the very act of quotation that ratifies the 
histories of the kings of Israel, or that when Christ treated the 
.Hagiographa as divine, he did not virtually promise an equal 
authority to the least obtrusive memorials of the new dispensation! 
gainst this mass of historical evidence in the form of claims, 
direct and indirect, there is nothing to be set on the other side. 
The alleged disclaimers of Paul are two-edged weapons cutting 
the hands of those who lay hold of them. Dr. Tholuck, for what 
reason we cannot tell, has concluded his .Bssay without giving 
his promised account of these disclaimers of infallibility by Scrip¬ 
ture ; but what others have written is liker an attempt to put 
them in the Bible than to extract them from it. 

In parting company with Dr. Tholuck’s essay, we must be 
perntitted to s^, though in opposition to his authority, that the 
case is very different between an immaculate Bible, bearing the. 
weather-stains of time in various “readings,” and one veined liere 
and there with orwinal Raws and imperfectiona Not to speak 
of the different inference back to the author of the work in the 
two cases, there is in the former a constant approach to the 
original by critical appliances; while in the latter the absolutely 
true is never any nearer: and still more, not only does proved 
error work a greater unsettlement in the credibility of the Scrip^ 
ture, since we have not one sacred writer to check another, for 
every hundred manuscripts and other sources that we have to 
act as checks on corruption in each other, but the inconsistency 
of such errors with such high claims is far more painfully felt 
in the inspired scribes of the Bible than in the ordinary tran¬ 
scribers of their writings, and tends to shake more or less their 
entire authority. Many good men we know, and Dr. Tholuck 
mhbng the best, have hm their faith in ■ the Bible unaffected 
byl these credit^ errors j but they must ever be like a sting 
in the hearts of the great body of Christians, and when carried 
down to the multitude a Bible thus divide against itself becomes 
felo de se and cannot stand. 

The discussion of the question of Inspiration by Dr. Tholuck, 
in the “JDeutsche Zeitschriff;,” called forth two protests to which 
wo shall draw attention as elucidating the struggles of Continen¬ 
tal Theology around thif fundamental article of faith. The first 
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protest came from Dr. ^tier, « writer of great and growing 
mfluence, whose work on the “ Discourses of the Lord Jesus,” 
the title of which is prefi^ted to this paiier, is perhaps the most 
important of all the contributions that have,been made within 
the last decennium to German exegesis, and exhibits more 
wholesome results of the Straussian controversy, as well as a 
better antidote for its wounds than any other. In other writ¬ 
ings, extending over a conside|pble' part of the New Testament, 
he has endeavoured to carry out inductively a much stricter 
theory of inspiration than the middle school, and his books on 
the Psalms and on “ Isaiah not pseudo-Isaiah,” maintain reveren¬ 
tial views of the Old Testament with a tenacity and vigour to 
which they are strangers. He everywhere lifts his voice against 
the current German practice of separating Bible interpretation 
from practical uses, and condemns in no measured terms the 
over-drawn style of courteous discussion on the common ground 
of science between those who hold the Bible to be the word of 
God and those who hold it to be a string of myths and tradi¬ 
tions. He is a man of conspicuous individuality and power, 
more like Bengel in most things than any living German theo¬ 
logian, whom it would be well if he could imitate too in point 
of brevity. His great aim in his principal work is to vindicate 
the gospels by an inductive proof of their divine coherence, and 
•to illustrate the mystic depth of our Lord’s words, as well as 
their unity in the difterent evangelists, by a detailed review of 
them as the central and light-giving essence af his life on earth. 
We think that he has in most things exhibited the divine and 
self-evidencing meaning of the Saviour’s teaching and relative 
histor}’, and thus made good his own exalted views of inspiration 
more successfully than any German defender of the gospels who 
has yet appeared; while we by no means assent to all his con¬ 
clusions, which suffer here and there from a disposition, not 
sufficiently restrained, to find*connexions and deep senses where 
they probably do not exist. He does not contend for the ab¬ 
solute impeccability of the sacred writers in dates, and names, 
hut he draws the line of their infallibility a great deal closer 
than it has yet been done in Germany, and speaks with a 
strength and confidence of their absolute and entire inspiration, 
abating here and there the barest externalities, whicli is new in 
that country'. “ If the Sou did not know,” he says, “ the day of 
his own second advent, need we wonder that the Spirit left his 
evangelists in ignorance of' much respecting the dates of his 
earthly history. But no man will ever prove that they h^ve 
committed one positive and essential error even to a day or an 
hour.”' The whole Scriptures,'Old and New, he regardis as in 
the same sense divine-that the Son of God is, and uses that 
comparison of the written to the IncaVnate Word, which can- 
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not be employed on any theory of p^^r^al. inspiration. In tlie 
labours of such a writer we heartily rejoice^ apa regard hUii, and 
a school which he. will no donbt et^te, asJikeW to do for the 
New Testament the .same service on the pifincipm of stmt. in> 
spiration that Ilepgstenberg and others have done for the Old. 

His protest against Hr: Tbolpck's essay is somewhat intemperate 
in spirit,' which is to be rej^tted, and perhaps all the more that 
the latter had hit a weak place in^^Pr. Stier^s theory^the incom¬ 
patibility of his emphatic, vehement^ and oft-repeated assertions 
of the authority of Scripture with any admission in it even of 
a minimum of error. We agree with the scope of his protest 
against the so-called believing theology which Dr. Tholuck 
represents, as incapable of insisting with full earnestness on the* 
surrender of human belief to the authority of God speaking in 
his word, but we also think he would improve his own logical 
position, and do no harm to his exegetical conscience, by casting 
away the last remnant of conformity, to that middle system on 
whose waverings and fliictuations he has bestowed so much 
scornful eloquence. •> 

The other protest wlpch Dr. Tholnek’s .dissertation called 
forth was from Dr: Merle d’Aubignd of Geneva, who com¬ 
plained of an erroneous statement in it respecting the well-known 
breach caused by the retirement of M. Scherer from the Oratoire 
in that city in the end of 1849. This Dr. Tholuck had ascribed. 
to a reaction against the extreme opinions of Dr. Gaussen, 
whereas Dr. Merle d’Aubigne in his reply,, contained in the 
Deutsche Zeitschrift” for December 1850, shews that Scherer 
had entered the Oratoire as a professor hve years after the pub¬ 
lication of Gaussen's work, and two years after the issue of a 
work of his own, in which sundry differences from Gaussen’s 
opinions were openly expressed. Dr. Merle d’Aubign4 and the 
Oratoire are entitled to the benefit of this explanation, as the 
misconception is»still as current this country as it was in 
Germany. *In the same paper Dr. Merle d’Aubignd enters into 
a lengthened, criticism of Scherer's views in order to vindicate 
the Genova school in the matter of his dismission, (or rather 
resignation,) and to secure for them against their late colleague 
the sympathies of German theologians; which naturally tenacd 
rather to the other side. This leads us to take some npliee of 
M. Scherer’s sentiments, which in a review like this could, hardly 
he omitted, considering the interest they have excited in many 
quarters, though that int^r^t is now dying avfsy. We agree in 
substancey.ith M^rled’Aubign^’s estimate; but we prefix 
judging,j|^.:j^chever ,fi^ his own'words. • His mofst important 
pablicatle^ atte ^ t^o letters, (La Cntique et la Foi,) the former 
addressed direotm^ of the Qratcnre in giving in his de- 
mission, and.po^ainlng his creed on the snl^^t ot partial in- 
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flpiration, with the reasoTi%for his change from orthodoxy—the 
latter addressed to a friend, and attempting to shew that the 
Gospel of Christ survives intact though plenary inspiration be 
abandoned. WO shall only touch lightly on this part of our 
subject, both .because M. Scherer’s opinions are already tolerably 
familiar tb the British public, and becarrse, in fact, they add 
almost nothing to those of Schleiermacher, but may be regarded 
as a translation of the latter into French rhetoric, unmodified 
by those corrections and abatements which Schleiermacher’s own 
great disciples had applied to his system. 

We wish to do all justice to a sincere though, as we believe, 
erring broths, who writes as one who knows and loves the 
Divine Author of the Bible, and who, so far as we can see, has 
acted with praisewoi'thy honesty and manliness in expressing 
his sentiments and abiding the consequences. It is the more 
painful to find in his publication grave mis-statements of ob¬ 
vious facts, fatal inconsistencies in his own creed, and opinions 
broached which strike at the foundation of all distinctive autho¬ 
rity in Scripture whatever. Is it ndt a grave mis-statement 
roundly to assert that no part of the New Testament claims in¬ 
spiration—to confound things so diametrically opposite as sub¬ 
mission to God speaking in his own Word and speaking by a 
human representative who supersedes it—to lay on the shoulders 
\)f the unlcttervd Christian the whole burden of criticism ere he 
find his way to the Saviour, as if the orthodox theory did not 
proclaim to all the world the internal evidenef of the Scriptures 
—and (though this is foreign to the main question) to charge 
the common theory of the atonement with making the Saviour 
“ wrest pardon out of the bands of God 7” (11 ne Varrache pas 

a Dim comrue le veut Vortliodoxe, p. 39.) Then as for inconsis¬ 
tencies, can there be greater than to represent his own system 
as getting rid of history and criticism, when all the while he 
makes salvation still depend on the know'ledge*of the historical 
Christ, as he is revealed in the Scripture; or when he professes 
to believe in a Christ without the Bible, anon returns to the 
Bible as the only source of Christian experience, and again 
equalizes the inspiration of all Christians with that to which the 
• Bible was due f May we not ask, if men are capable of judg¬ 
ing of the alleged contradictions of the Sacred Writings who 
are thus blind to the real contradictions of their own 1 And 
notwithstanding these inconsistent admissions of the value and 
necessity of Scripture as the mirror of Christ’s person and work, 
how destrijctive- to its dignity such assertions as, that “ every 
Christian ought to eSpect tnO' same inspiration in kind as the 
apostles”—tlmt “ to dOase to expect inspiration is the fall of 
the Church”—that “ the word of Chris^ is not yet exhausted by 
the apostolic doctrine”—and that, “ instead of sending tmr pro- 
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selytes to the Jeaves of some mysterious otacle, we must direct 
them to thWj^at prophets of all time, and to the living instruc¬ 
tion of the Chatch, and to the Word of God personified in his 
servants.”—(Pp. 1^, 46, 22.) Such incoherences and extrava¬ 
gances as these justify us in regarding M. Scherer^ System of in¬ 
spiration as not so much a theory as a rhapsody. Chnst is now 
all-in-all; then the Scripture which contains his image is all-in- 
all ; and then the Holy Spint in the Church is all-in-all without 
any attempt to harmonize jarring contrasts or settle conflicting 
pretensions. We therefore donotjpursue this investigation farther; 
out may direct our readers, in audition to Dr. Merle d'Aubignd’s 
strictures, to the acute and vigorous papers of the Count de 
Gasparin, translated by Mr. Montgomery, which contain some 
fuller accounts of Dr. Scherer’s speculations as developed by 
himself in the “ Revue de Strasbourg,” and exhibit at great 
length, and in a kindly spirit, the tendencies of his ill- 
assorted creed to increasing laxity and dissolution. It may be 
mentioned, that while the views of M. Scherer were not such as 
to awaken sympathy in tfiis country or ffi*the breast of French 
Protestantism, they have generally been regarded, even in Ger¬ 
many, as going too far; and in Geneva itself, where the senti¬ 
ments of Tholuck and other German divines on Inspiration are 
represented in the national Church, M. Cellerier, one of their 
most distinguished professors, has expressly Andemned M.' 
Scherer’s movement as fraught with Radicalism, and as tend¬ 
ing only to overti{l*n and to destroy. 

To gather up the very latest utterances of French and German 
Protestantism on the subject of inspiration, we must refer to an¬ 
other controveri^ in which Count de Gagarin has been engaged. 
His antagonist on the occasion was^Dr. iJllmann of Heidelberg, 
the well-known and accomplished editor of that first of German 
religious magazines, Studien und Kritiken.” Dr. IJllmann 
published some yeara ago a little work entitled “ The Essence 
of Christiaffity,” which was translated in 1849 into French by 
M. Sardinoux of Montauban, and was subjected to a most se¬ 
vere ordeal of criticism ; having been designed for a public more 
accustomed than the French to speculation, and less liable to be 
startled by philosophical formulas as a part of the garniture of ‘ 
Christian iaeas. In particular. Count de Gasparin made it 
the subject of a lengthened review, in the end of 1851, in the 
same Journal, (the “ Archives du Cliristianisrae,”) in which 
he had replied to M. Scherer; but it would appear (for we have 
not seen his artichi) in some respects with less success. Dr. Ull- 
mann has discttssed his objections in thd third Number of his 
journil’ &r 1852, with great candour, and we think has in most 
cases satisfactorilf disposed of them. Count de Gasparin had 
brought' against German evangelism the charge of mysticism, 
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and had given certain cri^ria of its religious systems. 

Dr. Uilmann, whose studies have lain,,ffiUi!||.among the mystical 
writers of the middle ages, has had in proving these 

tests inapplicable, and has vindicated t)|e of^true mysticism, 
in other words, of spiritual depth and d|aee 3 ^mei^, to a place in 
all Christian piety and Christian tbeola^.^^-ThiSidoes not par¬ 
ticularly concern us, however, and ia^.oj^^ Wehtidfted to bring 
in the reference of the debate to inspiration. C^n,t de Gras- 
parin had charged German theology, as a ptystical theology, 
with setting up an inward feeling, in place of an outward 
rule. To this Dr. Ullmann replies, (and it ia so far satisfactory 
-to have his testimony as to the question, of, right, whatever be¬ 
comes of that of fact,) “ True mysticism, as tjae defender of 
faith and love, against a religion of abstract notions and outward 
precepts, is far removed from any desire to tear itself away from 
revelation as the objective basis, and from iSeripture as the certain 
rule of Christian life; and when such mysticism lifts op its voice 
in behalf of pious feeling, this is not with a view to drive the 
Scripture into the back-ground, and bring forward the other 
as a religious authority, but simply because the truth of Scrip¬ 
ture can only become, by the medium of feeling, our living pos¬ 
session, and because what is read must be felt in order to bring 
forth fruit,” (p. 566.) Than this nothing can be more just; but 
•in replying a little farther on to Count de Gasparin’s charge 
against him, in common with other German theologians, of de¬ 
nying the exclusive authority of Scripture ar an outward rule, 
Dr. Ullmann is far less satisfactory, and in truth, betrays the 
confusion and incompleteness of thinking of which he had been 
accused. He admits that the Bible is an outward rule, the 
turning-point of Protestantism, but denies that it is exclusive. 
His reasoning is curious in Vavour of some inw’ard supplement. 
Christ is the centre of the Scriptm’e, and higher than the Scrip¬ 
ture, therefore Christ as exhibited in the Scripture is the rule of 
our faith. Why should it not be said rather, “ Christ speaking 
in the Scripture,” according to the language of Peter, “ Thou 
hast the words of eternal life f” But is not this exhibition of 
Christ an outward rule ? “ By no means,” replies Dr. Ullmann, 

the exhibition is made to faith, and faith is an inward prin- 
cfple,” (p. 592.) “ It is very true,” we make answer, but as faith 
is not creative, but receptive, you give up the question, else what 
do you make of your concession, that feeling cannot sunder itself 
from Scripture t” Dr. Ullmann descends to the strange evasion 
that the gospel is not a Icno, and that Christ has abolished the 
leml principle. What are we to conclude, then, respecting such 
phrases as the pbedienoe of faith,” “ the perfect;law of liberty,” 
or the solemn and terrible expressions of the Epistle to the He¬ 
brews, as to the greater danger of those who rejected Christ 
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BpeakiBg from Heaven, than of those ^’ho despised Moses’ law ? 
We do aot yield to Dr. Ullnann in insisting on the necessity 
of ihiward illumination "by God’s grace as the condition of a right 
trea^ent of the outward rule, and on the ftnpossibilit^ of ever 
adi^ptlng our spiritual nature to it, save by the assimilation of 
fait^ >But this does not abolish the authority of Scripture, as a 
God-given law; the recognition of its authority is the first step 
to the attainment of the inward. conformity which is aimed at; 
and onward to the end of the Christian, life the perfection of 
faith is the perfection, of submission. Here, alas, is the sore 
place in German theology, even the more advanced, and till 
God himself bo pleased to heal it, both the smiting and the 
salving of human criticism mnst be in vain! 

We have mentioned Coleridge as among the most influential 
of the advocates of a partial inspiration, and his sway over the 
minds of many has perhaps been as great as that of Schlcier- 
macher. He has determined, however, no such advance to¬ 
wards good in his country’s theology ; and the effect of his errors 
(as we conceive them) on this subject, though far less errors than 
thoso of Schleiermacher, has been proportionately more inju¬ 
rious. We admire the genius of Coleridge, and love the man; 
but our assent to his philosophical and theological creed (within 
the common limits of Christian faith) is extremely qualified; 
and could we utter all our mind on these points, to admirers' 
like Mr, Maurice and Archdeacon Hare, our observations might 
have too much of an iconoclastic character. We protest in¬ 
deed against the literary outrage lately done to Coleridge by Mr. 
Carlyle, as only injurious to the hand that dealt the blow, and 
trust that our passing remarks shall breathe a just respect for 
one who must ever hold a high place in British literature, and 
no mean place in Christian theology. We regret the error 
that struggled through life-long abortions to graft a higher style 
of Christian diviuity on the intractable and mutually repellent 
philosophies of Kant and Schelling, and disfigured the simplicity 
of Bible truth with such disguises as nottmena, and phenomena, 
and such cabalistic quincunxes as the ‘^pentad of operative 
Christianity.” In this Coleridge was unlike Schleiermacher. 
In too much else they coincide-—the depreciation of external 
evidence—the exaltation of the Church as a judge of the wor3, 
in Schleiermacher more in the individual, in Coleridge more as 
hardened into the tradition of the mass—and to come to the 
point before us, in the refusal of assent to the unlimited infalli¬ 
bility of Scrifiture. Coleridge’s sentiments and tendencies on 
this subject are found, as all the world knows, in his posthumous 
work, “ Confessions of an Enquiring Spirit,” in many respects a 
valuable bookv ua it certainly is a most poetical one, and one in 
which no intelligent advocate of plenary inspiration need refuse 
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to admit, that there is macii which be studied with profit by 

all the adherents of that doctripe. The creed of this'book is 
somewhat like the following. The divine influence to which we 
owe the Bible is of two kinds—(1.) Impired Hgvelation, to which 
we owe the law and the prophets, “ no jot or tittle of which can 
pass unfulfilled,” and between which and all ordinary grace, 
“ there is a positive difference of kind—a chasm, the pretended 
overleaping of which constitutes,imposture or betrays insanity;” 
and (2.) the highest degree of ordinary grace, to which we owe the 
Hagioprapha, difterent only in degree from the ordinary actua¬ 
tion of the Holy Spirit, (pp. 88, 89.) So much for the Old 
Testament,.^—How the New is to be parcelled out into these 
classes Coleridge has nowhere informed us. It is contended 
that the inspiring influence has not been such as to guard against 
errors in detail, which, however, are now reduced to the lowest 
minimum, “some half-score apparent discrepancies,” “ a petty 
breach or rat-hole in the wall of the Temple,” (pp. 40, 42,) 
and again enlarged so as to make one liable to be silenced by 
the infidel “ who throws in one’s face the blessing of Deborah 
or the cursings of David, or the Grocisms and heavier diffi¬ 
culties in the biographical chapters of the Book of Daniel, dr the 
hydrography and natural philosophy of the patriarchal ages,” 
(p. 54.) Nevertheless, it is maintained that the essential and 
glorious truth of Scripture, as a whole, will force its own way, 
more especially if it be presented rather as the supply of the 
deepest wants of our souls, than as an authoritative literal 
message from God,—a remedy verified and authenticated by the 
Church, and thus insinuated by the voice of experience and love, 
rather than enjoined by external sanctions as absolutely infallible. 

Such is the substance of Qoleridge’s own creed, as far as we 
can make It out, and it occurs to us to remark almost nothing 
in regard to it beyond what has been observed elsewhere, unless 
to complain of its silence regarding the New Testament, and to 
draw attention to the fact, that where errors in the Bible are once 
admitted the tendency is to widen the breach, as we see illustrated 
in Coleridge’s own recital, and that too in a didactic treatise. 

These oversights and slips may be due, however, to the vehe¬ 
mently polemical cast of Coleridge’s style, which is here its 
characteristic feature. The book is rather an onset on the current 
dogmas of inspiration, than a calm and logical exposition of a 
new theory, it is certainly, in this respect, a sublime example 
of poetical passion and metaphorical objurgation, such as is 
perhaps unmatched in our literature. The hard charges brought 
against the dogmatists %eem to resolve themselves hito three. Of 
these we shall say a word in snccession. First, There is the 
charge of Bibliolatry, in other words, of worshipping the letter 
of the Bible. This unfortnnate term, coined in an evil hour, 
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and since freely bandied about by scemers in whose eyes Cole¬ 
ridge himself would have been .a Bibliolater, he only applies to 
the practice of overlooking all difieren'ce in the argunaentative 
value of texts of Scripture, and running away with scraps and 
clauses of verses (merely because they are in the Bible) on which 
to build doctrines or establish moral conclusions; and he r^ards 
this as the inevitable tendency—the redttaUo ttd absurdum of 
the scheme of plenary inspiration, because infallibility admits of 
no degrees. We condemn the practice in question as much as 
Coleridge or any other reprover can do; and on whomsoever 
the stroke alights let it fall. But the inference deduced to the 
disparagement- of plenary inspiration is invalid. The mind of 
the S]nrit is maintained by no orthodox theologian worth 
naming to be identical with all that is recorded in Scripture; 
and as great authorities. among the orthodox have protested 
against the unduly literal or unduly figurative systems or acci¬ 
dents of interpretation as among laxer schools. The very book 
of Job, to which Coleridge .appeals, is mentioned in many 
treatises on plenary inspiration, as an example in much of its 
structure of the distinction between Scripture as a record, and 
Scripture as an authority ; and indeed, the case is so plain, that 
we are almost ashamed to enlarge on it. His charge, except 
as against the weaker brethren of any Church, is the fruit 
of mere haste and forgetfulness. Why must the man who be- 
lieves both letter and spirit to be from God, despise the spirit 
or neglect it ? To use Coleridge’s own figures, he has the kernel 
as well as the spiritualist, though the other may have the hpsk 
too, the sheaf as well as the straw^bands, and if he begin to 
worship the latter to the disparagement of the former, or to con¬ 
found the one with the other, let him be duly reprehended, but 
let not a charge be fiung at his head .'which strikes at the Bible 
itself as much as his abuse of it. 

Again, there » the charge of mechanism, or denying all free 
spontaneous agency to the inspired writers. We beaeve that 
Coleridge is virtually the author of the much-repeated distinction 
between mechanical and dynamical inspiration, though these 
words are not used in his treatise. Many truly eloquent things 
are uttered by him against that construction of the Spirit's in¬ 
fluence w'hicn suppresses all personality and conspiration of the 
inspired persons: and the passage respecting Deborah in parti¬ 
cular, (pp. 81-36,) lauded by Tholuck, and admired by Stier, we 
freeily subscribe to. Still we doubt, (nay, we are sure of the con¬ 
trary,) if this fine writing be anything better than beating the air, 
in so far as tBb controversy between limited and plenary inspira¬ 
tion is concerned. It is not the mode of inspiration that is dis¬ 
cussed : it is its extent and that alone. As to the mode of inspira¬ 
tion, there are difficulties which neither Coleridge nor any one 
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else has solved or can solv#. To explain a miracle is a hopeless 
problem. One may try his logic if he choose upon the conversion 
of water into wine. A dynamical theory would sound here as 
bald as a mechanical one. All colours are *alike in the dark. 
And if the production of Scripture in the mass be a miracle, as 
Coleridge admits explicitly, at least in regard to the Law and 
the Prophets, and doubtless much besides, who shall pretend 
to track out its laws, or to make everything plain by a few 
such phrases as j)ersonal individuality,” “ adaptation of native 
temperament,” or “elevating of religious consciousness?” If 
Deborah was in her normal state she was not a prophetess, (at 
least in actu ;) if she were out of it, who shall psychologically 
explore the diftercnce ? We do not deny the co-operation, or 
rather the sublime possession of the sacred writers (^epo/ieW,) 
with the inspiring influence: and we believe also that that in¬ 
fluence adapted itself to the laws of their mental working, as we 
see in some abnormal states of mind higher types of its natural 
»thought and imagery, liut who that looks at the prophets rapt 
into scenes utterly new, and left in darkness as to the mean¬ 
ing of their own visions, while still the individuality is as per- 
lect as in the barest chronicle, can shut his eyes to the mysteries 
of the question, or think that by the jingle of mechanical and 
dynamical he has abolished something tamely literal on the one 
hand, and established something profoundly spiritual on the 
other? If this polemic against mechanism has any meaning as 
applied to the extent of inspiration, as distinct from the mode, it 
seems to amount to this, that the sacred writers were dynamically 
inspired that they might occasionally err, in other words, ceased 
to be inspired at all where the dynamic element came in, so that 
the dynamic element was not strength but weakness. There 
must be a fall it seems to demonstrate freedom; and the sacred 


writers must command our sympathies by shewing tliat they are 
our erring brethren. Pure gold is too hard aftd'unmalleable: 
the coinage of heaven cannot be wwked up without its dross 
and alloy. 

Thirdly^ There is the charge of sceptical consequences. Cole¬ 
ridge contends with great amplitude and veliemence that the 
doctrine resting on no foundation of rational evidence, but on a 
weak fear of consequences should any error be once admitted in 
God’s word, and on a superstitious craving for an external infal¬ 
libility that might rival the papal, in fact draws after it, by its 
exaggerations, the very consequences it was meant to preclude, 
and strengthens scepticism within and without; leaving the 
Church to be disturbeef by every suspicion, and the Bible to bo 
overthrown by every pi'oot of its internal discord and inaccuracy. 
Now, in reply to these allegations we at once deny the frequent 
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chargie, that the sources of belief in plenary inspiration are such 
a priori anticipations or such straits of controversy as is gratui¬ 
tously supposed. The historical certainty that ii\uch of the Old 
Testament, as Coleridge himself admits, was directly written as 
an oracular communication—the promise of our Lord to his.dis¬ 
ciples to bring all his words, and surely also their connecting 
facts, to their remembrance fay a Spirit equal in infallibity to 
Himself—the imperial and authoritative strain of the three great 
sets of Epistles, not to speak of repeated claims to an inappel- 
lable supremacy as of men who had the mind of Christ—the 
deferential quotation of the Old Testament, as a whole, by both 
Christ and his apostles—together with x’easonings founded on 
the^ Hagiographa and obscurer parts of the Old Testament, in 
which they are expressly spoken of as the work of the Holy Ghost 
—to say nothing of all-inclusive declarations of its divinity as it 
then existed—these, with many minor arguments and irresistible 
inferences to the Jess strongly guaranteed parts of the New 
'J'estament canon, form a basis of positive evidence to which 
Coleridge has given no weight, and which none of his school 
who still develop this theoretical origin of the doctrine they op¬ 
pose, have fairly looked in the face, Coleridge, indeed, only 
once glances at the tributes by our Saviour and Paul to the Old 
Testament, as affording a plea for full inspiration, but scornfully 
sets these aside as no more pertinent than a general eulogy ori 
Shakspeare would be to settle the authenticity of Titus Andro- 
niciis or the poetical merits of Henry VI, But lie all the while 
forgets that the tributes in question are not general but special^ 
exactly as if the depreciated works of Shakspeare had been 
quoted under his name, and declared to be full of his spirit. We 
repel, then, as singularly unjust the assumption that the doctrine 
in question is the mere progeny of fear and weakness, and not of 
reverence for the recorded declaration of the highest authority 
that Christians 0wn. But does it truly plunge us in those con¬ 
sequences it was hypothetically invented to obviate? To us no 
inference seems less fair and conclusive. Even M. Scherer 
grants that had we a mass of contradictions and errors in Scrip¬ 
ture which we could not shut our eyes to, still positive assertions 
of its infallibility by. a competent authority should produce an 
antinomy, and leave the mind in equilibrio. It is a reckless ex¬ 
aggeration to maintain, as is sometimes done, that a single proved 
error in the Bible should utterly nullify the whole body of his¬ 
torical evidence that proves the miracle of its inspiration. That 
evidence could stand a harder strain than has ever yet been laid 
upon it, leaving the believer in plenary ii^spiration in doubt and 
perplexity indeed, but not in despair. It is not denied that 
earnest and honest minds, who have held this doctrine, have 
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had their times of mentifl agitation. The man who has had 
none, or who speaks disdainfully of his fellow’s who have jiUvSsed 
through this struggle, has our wonder rather than our sym]>athy. 
But should a few apparent errors make a mountain of evidence 
tremble in the balance? Difficulties, except to sceptical minds, 
do not produce scepticism, but only lead to a more thorough weigh¬ 
ing of evidence and exploration of light. And will any candid 
man say, that if tlie emergent, and as yet unsolved difficulties of 
Scripture, amount to no more than Coleridge’s summation, ‘^some 
half-score apparent discrepancies in ^ho chronicles and memoirs 
of the Old and New Testament,"” they form a rational basis for 
sce])tici.sin, or warrant the renunciation of an otborwiso proved 
doctrine? We have seen how slender an array the crucial 
instances of Dr. Tholuck exhibit, and no competent student 
of the Bible, not of a morbidly fault-finding temperament, can 
rate them very mucli higher. Without any unreasonable strain¬ 
ing of faith, the necessary brevity of narration, the occupation of 
different points of view, the neglect of chronological details, and 
many other circumstances, may surely be supposed to Iiavc given 
a discordant aspect to some parts of Scripture from the begin¬ 
ning, Nor is it an evasion, but a ])erfcctly honourable solution, 
to ascribe some considerable portion of the alleged phenomena to 
accidents of transcription. It should be borne in mind, too, how 
many once magnified difficulties (such as the post-Mosaic origin of 
alphabetic writing) have since vanished, and how other ‘^breaches 
and ratholes'” (we take words as they arc given us) have been 
stopped up even to the satisfaction of tlioso who apply most 
sternly the dark lantern of criticism to such apertures, and labour 
to enlarge them. The moral discords between the Old and New 
Testament spirit, to which Coleridge also alludes, do not seem 
more fairly to warrant the sceptical inference. The “ cursings 
of David” are not more terrible than our Saviour’s denuncia¬ 
tion of the Pharisees; and one who does nof find any diffi¬ 
culty in regarding the wrath of God revealed from heaven 
against all unrigliteousness and ungodliness of men, as perfectly 
consistent with love, should not be greatly stumbled by that sub¬ 
lime impersonal hatred of evil and of evil men as evil, which 
breathes through tlie Psalms of David as the blast of heaven 
against the face of wickedness. We search in vain through the 
Old Testament for any approved severity which was not done in 
God's name; and if Coleridge believed Jael guilty of the odious 
perfidy he seems to impute to her, would not this be to make 
Deborah sing her own^ condemnation, and fall not only below 
the level of prophetic inspiration, but of vulgar humanity? We 
permit ourselves one remark more on this subject. If the spirit 
of the Old Testament was not purged by inspiring influence in 
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its approved models and sanctioned monuments, why is the al¬ 
leged defect limited to one field ? Why is vindictive wrath the 
only stumblingblock ? Why have we no ode to chant the praises 
of domestic servitilde, no hymn on the blessings of polygamy, 
no counter-cpithalamium on the felicities of divorce? To us the 
marvellous freedom of the Old Testament from sanctioned moral 
discords with the New, is one of its most supernatural features, 
and reduces apparent exceptions to insignificance and shadow. 

These are some of the guards by which a believer in this doc¬ 
trine might honestly escage eveiy sceptical pitfall. Nor is a 
single prudential rule which Coleridge has laid down for guid¬ 
ance in dealing with the honest sceptic inapplicable on the other 
side. The internal evidence of Cliristianity is here also—its 
glorious history—its incorporation with all truth and nobleness 
in the best periods of the world’s leading nations. We can as 
fairly as he turn tliese objects first to the inquirer’s eye, ore 
it meet the counterbalancing difficulties, though we care little 
for any arrangement that looks like concealment and reserve. 
These considerations for the sceptic all remain, nay, remain in 
far higher efficiency, for they crystallize around the Bible as 
their fixed centre. The echo in the Church leads back to the 
original voice. The brightness of the camp conducts in every 
line to the sacred Ark with its Volume over which the glory 
rests. 

Wo shall not do Coleridge the injustice of confounding his 
mitigated expression of the defects of the Bible, with what has 
been heard from some members of his school. AVe shall not press 
him with the retort that applies with irresistible force to them. 
The separation of the truly divine from the human and imperfect 
element in the Bible has been represented as a most difficult and 
painful process—a process in which the learned chiefly can have 
a share—and one which affects and modifies many received con¬ 
clusions respecting Bible authority. It would almost seem to 
be a principal part of the discipline of a Christian’s life to con¬ 
struct out of the common text his critical edition; and this dis¬ 
cipline is alleged to be as salutary in its own nature as secure in 
its results. Of this fraction (wo hope it is nothing more) of the 
school of Coleridge, we will only say, that we neither envy them 
the blessedness of their trials, nor the safety of their attainments. 
The voyage to heaven is tiying enough, with its shifting winds 
and treacherous tides, without adding (if clear evidence do not de¬ 
mand it) the presence of leakage in the vessel, and the frequent 
sound of starting timbers. We deplore the struggles of an honest 
mind in this predicament—thoroughly honest and at the same 
time thoroughly intelligent. The abatements it must make from 
the natural meaning of the Bible in speaking of itself—the total 
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uncertainty whei*e to draw^the line between the essential and 
unessential elements of the compound—the incapacity of appeal 
to an inward criterion without exalting it above the admitted 
revelation—the helplessness of the guidance of the Church, 
which on this supposition is but a multiple of the same inca¬ 
pacities ; all woultl seem to make this position one of prolonged 
disquietude, wdiich could only be escaped by final scepticism, or 
by returning to an infallible Bible, or by rushing into tlie arms of 
an infallible Church. In the presence of the sceptic, especially, 
such a defender of Christianity woujd bo sore pressed by the 
cross exaininaiion, “ If j'ou give up the Bible as a regiila regv^ 
lansy how is it to bo printed as a regula regulata ? Who is to 
issue your expurgated edition, and on what principle 1 Where 
are you to put in the brackets, the italics, the obelisks, like buoys 
and beacons of an unsafe navigation? Your lighthouse of the 
world is itself in error, not only by an aberration of the^ light 
but by a nutation of the luminary. What Bureau of Longitudes 
shall supply the ephcmerides {Hohere KHlikj Wissenschaftliche 
Kritiky Kndresultate der Kxegese) to help the poor mariner to his 
haven ?” 

On the manifestations of British opinion subsequent to Cole¬ 
ridge favourable to partial inspiration, our limits forbid us here to 
oiter. Our estimate of the theory of Arnold, as it is incident¬ 
ally developed in his Sermons, may be easily gathered both in 
its light and shade from our previous criticiKin. Of Mr. Morell’s 
system we shall only remark, that it is but an ex])ansion of that 
of Schlcierinacher, with this leading difference, that Schleier- 
macher’s “ religious consciousness,’^ a modification of “ feel¬ 
ing,’’ is supplanted, not always, or indeed generally, in a con¬ 
sistent manner, by Cousin’s “ intuition,” a power of reason,” 
On the psychology of this system, which seems to us to err 
still farther in making logic conversant with the fragments 
of intuitions to which it is utterly blind as whdles, we shall not 
now animadvert. We protest chiefly against the fundamental 
fault of his work on the “ Philosophy of Religion,” in its 
bearing on inspiration, that it throughout abolishes an objec¬ 
tive source and rule of subjective piety. We insist as strong¬ 
ly as Mr. Morell on the need of a supplementary influence 
to make the outward standard spiritually available; nor shall 
we quarrel greatly with any psychology that agitates the 
question by wliat inward powers, or by what combination of 
^em, this spiritual comprenension is made. But to lower and 
thrust into the background the objective side as springing up 
only secondarily, and as being affected by the imperfections of 
the subjective in verbiage, memory, mere judgment, and logic,” 
is what we regret to see done by a writer of his talents and. 
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sincere aims; and if our preceding tveasoning be of any value, 
the doctrine of biblical infallibility thereby sustains great injus¬ 
tice, We regret also the inevitable tendency to equalize the 
intuitional consciousness in the historical Church with that iroin 
which the Bible on this theory first sprung, so that in regard 
to its interpretation wc hear from Mr. Morell such echoes 
of the results of M, Scherer as these, that “ we should not 
be always looking to the vestments of worn-out ideas, instead of 
interpreting the living voice of God as it speaks to us in the 
phenomena of the present hour.”—(P. 351.) If this course be 
once taken everything is downward, lieligion becomes an aftair 
of universal suffrage. Dogmatic is merged in Statistics. And 
the eternal Alp of an infallible Bible, the same in sunshine 
as in storm, melts away in the haze of a fata vioryana^ reflected 
from below, and varying with the changes of the atmos])here. 
Far be it from us to make light of the adaptations of the Bible 
to our deepest reason, or of the consent <>f the Church, like the 
voice of many waters, amid all minor and jarring noises, to its 
cardinal principles. But Mr. Moreirs language tends farther 
than this by a great deal, and looks like an unhappy relapse to 
the criterion of x’ationalism under a Christian name. 


‘‘This light and darkness in one cliaos joined, 
Who shall divitlc ? TJie god vvitliin the iiniid,” 


Closing here our review of theories of ])artial inspiration, we 
are happy to think that an examination equally extensive of the 
varieties of the theory of plenary inspiration, as it has recently 
been held and asserted, is by no means called for. Minor differ¬ 
ences appear in such standard works of a comparatively bye-gone 
period as those of Dick and Henderson, and in such essays, re¬ 
presentative of tliG views of large sections of British Christianity, 
as those of Dr. Eadie, Dr. Harris and Dr. Candlish. The spirit, 
however, is the same; and it is satisfactory to observe a growing 
purpose to treat as indifferent the ])sychological niceties of the 
question—such as modes and degrees of inspiration, and the in¬ 
spiration of the words, which we may truly say is, in more senses 
than one, as distinguished from that of the thoughts and senti¬ 
ments, a verbal controversy—and to rally around the one capital 
article of the infallibility of the Bible. 


With peculiar gratification, considering the quarter whence it 
comes, and the traces it bears of the scihool of Coleridge, do we 
welcome the truly learned, vigorous, and genial work of Mr, West- 
cott of Cambridge, on the KLements of the Gospel Harmony.^* 
Such a reaction in favour of a plenary inspiration, intelligent and 
thoughtful, firmly held yet charitably pleaded for, is to us one 
of the most satisfactory signs that coulct be given from any Eng- 
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lish school of theolofjy. JMr. Westcott’s book is thoroughly in- 
fonned with all recent German literature, and contains indepen¬ 
dent views on the gospels, and researches into patristic opinion. 
It stands on much the same parallel as Dr. Stier’s work already 
noticed, (admitting, however, no minimum even of proved inac¬ 
curacy in the evangelic records,) and, with many of the merits, it 
has perhaps some of the imperfections of its German analogue, 
such as occasional fancifulness, and straining after hidden senses 
and well-balanced schemata^ We sincerely regret that our limits 
])revent us justifying these remarks by examples. We cannot 
omit to notice t!ie elaborate catena of the views of the lathers on 
ins[)iration, given by Mr. Westcott, which may be read as a^or- 
rective to the summary of Dr. Tholuck, and also the evidence 
from the pseudo-Clementine remains that our Scripture canon 
did not sjiring up in mist and darkness, but under the eye of 
a negative school as wakeful and active as the Ebionites of the 
present day. The whole style of Mr. Wcstcotfs work shows how 
possible it is to think profoundly and reasonably without under¬ 
mining the foundations of faith, and to be a debtor to Germany 
without lieing a slave. 

The eloquent work of M. Gaussen of the Oratoire is, how¬ 
ever, the most elaborate contribution that has been made of 
recent years to the literature of the orthodox sule at home or 
abroad. With much in it we heartily accord, and cannot too 
much admire the fervour, brilliancy, and indomitable vitality 
by which it is distinguished. No one has more powerfully 
illustrated the individuality of the sacred writers, or urged 
more successfully the arguments from the language of our 
Ijord and his Apostles, or obviated more convincingly the ob¬ 
jection from various readings, and from the apparent unimpor¬ 
tance of Scripture details. We cannot admit, however, the force 
of the reasoning that would exalt all the writings of the old and 
New Testament to prophetic dignity. Wc cannot limit the in¬ 
spiration of the Apostles to their writings, for the mistakes in 
conduct usually quoted to prove this, were, as Tertullian remarks, 

conversationis vitia non jyredicaiionisJ^ And still less can we 
sympathize with the rigid uniformity with which lie carries out, 
in little liarmony as it seems to us with his own views of indivi¬ 
duality, the theory of an ab initio dictation in the case of every 
sacred writer without exception. We regret this narrowing of 
the standing-ground which the believers in an immaculate Bible 
might occupy against all disturbing theories, and greatly prefer, 
as an ampler programme of united action, the homely conversa¬ 
tional criticism passed by an unnamed colleague of M. Gaussen, 
on this part of his work, as quoted by Dr. Merle d’ Aubigne iu 
the letter already noticed to the “ Deutsche Zeitschrift.’* ‘‘ The 
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Holy Spirit has treated the sacred waters as a father his child 
when they are climbing a mountain together. There are steep 
places, where he gives him his hand, others more dangerous, 
where he takes him up in his arms; and sometimes there are 

{ daces more level, where he lets him run alone. In every case 
ie gives him the help which the circumstances require.” 


We must repeat, in closing this article, our profound convic¬ 
tion of the present value-of the propositions we have sought to 
discuss and defend. Three powers are now in active contest for 
the mastery of the world— Romanism, Naturalism, and Evan- 
OGMSM; and it is our assured belief^ that if Evangelism does 
not everyw’here become and rejoice to be known as Biblicism 
—thus availing itself of a position which w'e believe reason can 
fully justify by evidence—it must suffer in the collision. 

The headless arrows of an arbitrary and sentimental pietism 
will hardly avail against the formidable onset of the dogmatic 
infallibility of Romanism. There is an axe in the Roman fasces, 
and these pointless darts run no small risk of being added to 
the sheaf. Extremes will continue to meet as thej' have met 
already; and those who have refused to yield unconditionally to 
God will end by submitting to a human yoke. There is, in¬ 
deed, a subtle affinity between one human arbitration and an¬ 
other ; and he who has found a rule in himself above the Bible, 
has little to change in finding it (in practice if not in theory) in 
a sacred corporation. It is then a comparative accident whether 
the magnetic current shall prove of a negative or positive kind; 
and the only influence which can break the circuit is the intro¬ 
duction of a new element—a faith distinct from either self-reli¬ 


ance or blind creature-worship—in the absolute Word of God. 

So is it too in the struggle of Evangelism with Naturalism. 
We invite all who are undecided to re-examine the evidence for 
the infallibility of the Bible, as a matter of fact, convinced that 
assurance here will bar, as it surely ought to do, those unwise 
concessions to the so-called spirit of the age, which are incon¬ 
sistent w'ith the idea of a fixed revelation. The mission of the 


Bible is to conquer the age and not to yield to it—to ally with 
itself indeed all truth and all progress, but to impress on all its 
own sublime identity. What can the Bible suffer, if its friends 
are only true to it ? With what new weapons can it be attacked ? 
With what green withes can it be bound ? What has the en¬ 
lightenment of the nineteenth century done to supersede it 
more than that of the fourth or the eighteenth? Every age 
has more than one hlrostratus; but whilb they are quarrelling 
for pre-eminence, the temple stands, and their torches expire. 
Strauss abolishes Paulus; and Ewald declares that in Strauss 
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there is absolutely nothing new. The giants, sprung from the 
dragon-teeth of scepticism, slay each other, while tho Bible, 
like the immortal letters of Cadmus, (which are indeed its 
own,) passes ou to mingle with the thought and s|}ceeh of all 
lands and all centuries. 

One might have hoped that by this time antagonism to such 
a book should have ended, a book that alights everywhere with 
healing in its wings, that has dissolved the worst fetters of 
humanity, marked the line for ages be^pveen liberty and despo¬ 
tism, as it seems fdmost about to do in our own between civi¬ 
lisation and reviving barbarism, and has so gathered np in itself 
all the rudiments oF the future, and the seeds of advancement, that 
its eclipse would be the return of chaos, and its extinction the 
epitaph of history. The resistance of ages to this book, how¬ 
ever, is, after all, its crowning legitimation. The Bible is too good 
for the race it has come to bless. It blesses them like an angel 
whose mission is peremptory, and it troubles too many waters 
in its work of healing to be left in peace. It is felt and feared 
by all the rulers of the darkness of this world. It is the visible 
battle-field of invisible forces, shewing in tlie radiant faces of 
tho martyrs that have died for it, and the unearthly struggles 
of those who have hunted it from the earth, what mysterious 
interests are suspended on its safety or its destruction. No 
•feeble suffrage can augment the claims of a book which has 
its witness below as signal as its witness above, which num¬ 
bers, to say nothing of nobler trophies, its hundred millions of 
copies in circulation, and is going forth to the ends of the earth 
conquering and to conquer. But to vindicate its majesty 
against all doubters as made in tho image of God, with every¬ 
thing of humanity except its weakness, all its parts and linea¬ 
ments shining with the lustre of the di\dne face, here more veiled, 
there more open, and an unction descending on it from the 
head to the skirts of the garments,—this is ant)fl[ice as grateful 
to Faith as it is welcome to Ileason. It is an altar which sanc¬ 
tifies the meanest gift. And the worshipper may well be lost 
amid the myriads whose brightest hope, after walking by this 
oracle through life’s darkness, is to reach that sanctuary of peace, 
where reverence for the Highest is wounded by no discord, and 
where those wdio have been the last to believe shall be the first 
to adore. 
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October 11, 1827, and in Edinburgh Journal of Science^ vol. 
ix. p. 123, 1828. 

9. Voyage dans le District des Diamans., et sur le littoral de 


Brcsil. Par M. Auguste de Sr. Hilaire, Paris, 1833. 


10. Obsenmlions relative to the Structure and Origin of the Dia¬ 
mond. By Sill David Brewster, LL.D., F.R.S., &c. 
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vol. iii. p. 455. London, 1835. 

11. A Treatise on Gems in Reference to their Practical and 


Scientific Value: a Useful Guide for the Jeweller^ Amateur 
Arlistj Lapidary^ Mineralogist^ and Chemist; accompanied by 
a description of the Most Litei'esting American Gems and Or¬ 
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14- On the Optical Properties of Mmiate of Soduy Fluate of LimCy 
and the Diamondy as exhibited in their Action on Polarized 
Light By David Buewsteu, LL.D,, F.K.S., Loud, and 
Edin. In the Transactions of the Roynl Society of Edin¬ 
burgh^ vol. viil. p. 157. Edinburgh, 1816. Reprinted in 
the Journal de Physiquey vol. Ixxxiii. p. 81. Paris, 1816. 

15. On a Pemarkable Property of the Diamond. By SxK Dav^id 

Buewstek, D.C.L, F.R,S, and V.P.R.S.E. In Philosophi¬ 
cal Transactionsy 1841, p, 41. # 

16. Travels in the Interior of Brazily principally through the 
Northern Provinces and the Gold and Diamond DistrictSy 
during the Years 1836-1841, By Geouge Gardner, F.L.S., 
Superintendent of the Royal Gardens of Ceylon. London, 
1852. 8vo. 


There is perhaps no department of general knowledge about 
whieh ordinary readers are less informed than that which relates 
to the diamond. Even the mineralogist, the chemist, and the 
natural philosopher have limited themselves to a very partial 
study of the origin, tlie history, and the properties of tins re¬ 
markable substance. Ranked as it must be among the bodies 
of the mineral world, and I’egardcd as it has ever been as the 
most valuable production which the earth embosoms, it lias al- 
' ways occupied, from its value as well as its beauty, tlic first 
place among those precious stones wdnch it is the highest ambi¬ 
tion of wealth and power to accumulate. But though thus associ¬ 
ated with zircon, sapphire, ruby, topaz, and the emerald, it essen¬ 
tially dirtbrs from them all in its origin, its couijmition, and its 
pliysical j)ropcrties ; and whil(3 it takes precedence of tliein all, 
it is uevcrthelcss tlie meanest in its elements, the weakest in its 
structure, and the most perishable in its nature. The full-grown 
diamond indeed exceeds in value more than a liundrcd thousand 
times its mass in gold :—It is the most cheririied property and 
the proudest ornament of kings :*—It. is the most j)rized and the 
brightest jevs'el in the chaplet of beauty, and yet it is but a lunij) 
of coal, wdtich it reduces to a cinder, and dissipates into that 
insalubrious gas which ascends from tlie most putrid marsh, and 
bubbles from the filthiest quagmire. 

The w'ord dia?nond is derived, through the French diamanty 
from the Greek word Abapa^y invinciblCy and this again from 
a and hapa<Oy to crush or subdue,—from its supposed property of 
resisting the action of fire and tlie heaviest strokes of the ham- 


^ Maximuti) in rebus Immanis, non e>olum inter ^etninas, pretium babet 
adamas, diu uuu nisi regibu's et iis admedutxi panels cogiiitua.^Pliu. Iliri* NaUy 
lib. xxxvii. cap. 15. 
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mer.* The diamond seems to have feeen known from the re¬ 
motest antiquity; and though it has nut yet been found among 
the ruins of Nineveh and Khorsabad, we have no doubt that it 
will yet be discovoied among the interesting relics of the As¬ 
syrian kings. The diamond is more than once mentioned in 
Scripture, but we have no means of asecrtaining with accuracy 
that the original Hebrew words are rightly rendered in our 
translation. With the exception of the sapphire, the other 
gems mentioned in the Old Testament do not correspond 
with those which now bear the same names. In the breast¬ 
plate of judgment worn by the high-priost, the second row 
of precious stones consisted of the emerald, the sapphire, and 
the diamond; and as the Urim and Thummim, which signify 
lights and perfections, were “ to be as Aaron’s heart when 
he goeth in before the Lord,” it has been conjectured that 
“ they were diamonds of great beauty and splendour.” The 
Prophet Jeremiah states that the sin of Judah was written with 
a pen of iron, and with the point of a diamond; and Ezekiel, in 
a mysterious passage, speaks metaphorically of the diamond and 
other precious stones as having been in the Garden of Eden. 
The Syrians are said to have carried on a trade in diamonds 
with eastern nations; and diamonds from the interior of Africa 
wore procured from Etruria by the merchants of Carthage. 
Although, in speaking of the treasures at the time of tlie Trojan 
war, Homer does not enumerate any of the gems, yet it is cer¬ 
tain that it was well known to the ancients. The Duke of 
Bedford possesses a diamond on which an antique head is en¬ 
graven ; and in the British Museum there is an ancient Homan 
gold ring with an octohedral diamond set in it. 

In his W'ork on Natural History, Pliny has devoted a whole 
chapter to the description of the diamond and its properties. He 
describes it as disseminated like gold in metallic veins—as accom¬ 
panying gold, and as producetl only in that metal. He says that 
the Ancients believed that it was found only in the metals of 
Ethiopia, between the Temple of Mercury and the Island of 
Merofc, and that it was never found larger than the seed of the 
cucumber, which it resembled in colour, Pliny then informs us 
that there were six kinds of diamonds,—the Indian diamond, 
the Arabian, the Maeedo^iian, the Cyprian, a fifth called Cen- 
chron, and the sixth called Siderites. The Indian diamond was 
not the product of gold, but had a relation to crystals. It was 
translucent like them, and it was hexangular, terminating in two 

* Incudibus hi deprohonduntur, ita pespuentes ictdiD, ut fcrruni utrhique dis- 
sultct, iijcudca etiain ipsae di&sil'mut. Quippe duritia iiienarrabilia eat siiuulque 
igDiuDi victrix nntura, et nnnquam mcaleaceiis. Unde et nomen indoiniU* vis 
Graece interprotationc accepit.—Plin. Id, Id, 
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opposite points, as if tworfounded cones were joined together,* 
The size of this diamond was that of the kernel of a filbert. 
Similar to the Indian diamond, but much less, is the Arabian, 
which has the paleness of sitver, and is found only in the finest 
gold. He describes it as of the most extraordinary hardness, 
breaking anvils and hammers, and resisting fire and heat. The 
Macedonian diamond which is also found in gold, (^Philippico awro,) 
has the size of a cucumber’s seed. The Cyprian, so called from 
being found in Cyprus, verges into the colour of brass, and is 
most efficacious in medicine 1 The variety called Cenchron, is of 
the size of a millet seed; and the Siderites, which has the lustre 
of iron, exceeds all the rest in weight, and is dissimilar in 
its nature, for it is easily bi’oken, and may be perforated by 
another diamond. Fragments of these stones, adds Pliny, are 
sought after by engravers, and when fixed in an iron liandle they 
cut and excavate the very hardest stones. When Pliny assures 
us that tile hardest diamonds can be macerated in the fresh blood 
of a he-goat,—that a magnet ceases to attract iron when in con¬ 
tact with a diamond;—tliat the diamond is an antidote to poisons, 
expels watery accumulations, and drives away from the mind 
vain fears, we obtain an insight into the low state of physics, 
chemistry, and medicine, at the time when he w'rote. Pliny 
concludes his chapter with the interesting statement thatMetro- 
*dorus Scepsius avers that diamonds are found in Germany and 
in the Island of Basilia, along with amber. 

It w'onld be a vain and unprofitable task to trace the history 
of tlic diamond during the centuries of intellectual darkness 
which followed the destruction of the Roman Empire. The dia¬ 
mond and other precious stones, j}rc-eniiiient in value above ail 
natural bodies,—above even tlie gold and silver idols of human 
worship, were regarded if not as spiritual creations, at least as 
boilies with which spiritual influences were associated. The 
magical touch of the aristocratic gem, like tli% royal manipula¬ 
tion of more modern times, was an infallible specific in diseases 
which resisted the ordinary skill of the physician. It reconciled 
the parties in domestic feuds-—^it tested conjugal fidelity, and 
when the stone itself w'as w^orn as an amulet, it controlled the 
deadliest poisons—calmed the raving madman, arrested the 
magic wand of the enchanter,—paralyzed the witch’s evil eye, 
and chased from the shades of night the restless spirits that 
hover round the couch of mortality. These precious qualities, 
which wealth alone could purchase for itself^ and dole out to 
suffering humanity, were not likely to be dissociated from the 
crystals whicli posses*sed them, even when science had pro- 

Duo tnrbiues_thus dcscribuig pretty accumtely tbc octohedron >vitU rounded 

faces, which U the moat common form of tiie diaiiioud. 
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claimed the real character and properties of mineral bodies. It 
is difficult, under any circumstances, to dislodge error from the 
seat which it has long occupied, but more difficult still when it 
has been interwove^li with our intere'Sts and our fears. To find 
relief from pain, to add a fresh lustrum to declining life, to steal 
a glance into the future, and to obtain an interdict against his 
spiritual enemies, suffering and trembling man will grasp even 
the shadow of what may be truth, and relinquish it only when 
it has rej)catedly deceived him. Even in the beginning of the 
seventeenth century, in 1609, when Boetius do Boot published 
his treatise “on Stones and Gems,’’ and corrected the errors, 
and denounced the absurdities of preceding writers, he does not 
scruple to assert that though the superstitious and metaphysical 
properties which were ascribed to the diamond do not reside in 
the gem itself, they nevertheless belong to the angelic spirits 
which it has pleased tlie Almighty to connect in a mysterious 
manner witli certain substances in nature. 

Although the art of cutting and polishing diamonds had been 
known at an early period In India and China, yet it wras only by 
means of emery or tlie powder of corundum, and a rude appara¬ 
tus, that these effects were obtained. European jewellers had 
striven in vain to overcome the extreme hardness of the dia¬ 
mond, and it w^as not till 1475 that Lewis Van Berquen, a native 
of Bruges, conceived the idea of cutting and polishing diamond 
with its own powder. In rubbing one diamond against another 
he found that a facet w^as formed on each, and he was thus led 
to construct a polishing wdieel, upon which, by using diamond 
pow'der in place of emeny, lie could grind and polish diamonds 
wdth the greatest facility. 

Diamonds have now been found in every quarter of the globe. 
In Asia, Africa, North and South America, and even in Europe. 
In India they have been found of a large size, and in greater 
quantities, and it is accordingly from that part of the world 
that Ave received the earliest and the best information respecting 
this remarkable mineral. 

The traveller to whom we owe the earliest as w ell as the most 
interesting account of the Diamond Mines of India, and of the 
diamonds which have been obtained from them, is Monsieur Ta¬ 
vernier, who performed six journeys to India cliiedy on foot. As 
a diamond merchant every facility w’as given him to obtain the 
information which he desired, and the native princes allowed 
him to examine, and even to weigh the diamonds and other 
precious stones which they had accumulated. He was thus en¬ 
abled to visit all the Four Diamond Mines then known in Hin- 
dostan, and also one of the rivers where the diamonds are found. 
The first mine which he visited w’as that of Raolconda, about 
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Diamond Mine of Raolconda, 

eight or nine days’ jouraey from Visapoiir, and five from Gol- 
conda, which was discovered about the middle of the fifteenth 
century.* 

“ Round about the place where the diamonds ai% found, the ground 
is sandy, full of rocks, much resembling the parts near Fovtaineblem, 
There are in the rocks several veins, some half a finger, some a whole 
finger, wide: And the miners make use of irons with hooks at the 
end, with which they pick out the earth or sand, wliich they put 
into tubs, and among that earth they find the diamonds. But 
because these veins do not run alw^ays straight, but sometimes down, 
sometimes upward, the miners are constrained to break the rock, 

' following alw^ays the trace of the veins: when they have opened all 
the veins, and taken out all the sand, then they wash it two or three 
times over to look for the diamonds. In this mine it is that they find 
the cleanest stones, and of the whitest water. But the mischief is, 
that to fetch the sand out of the rock, they are forced to strike such 
terrible blows with a great iron-lever, that they flaw the diamond, 
and make it look like crystal: which is the reason there are found 
so many soft stones in this diamond-mine, though they make a great 
shew^ If the stone be clean, they only give it a turn or two upon 
the wheel, not caring to shape it for fear of losing the weight. If 
tliere be any flaws, or any points, or any black or red specks in it, 
they cut all the stone into Ibssets ; or if there be only a little flaw, 
they work it under the ridge of one of the fossets, to hide the defect. 
•Now because a merchant desires rather to liavc a black speck tlian a 
red one, 'tis but burning the stone, and the speck becomes black. 
This trick at Icnglh I understood so well, that when I saw any stones 
in them that come from the mine made into fossets, especially very 
small ones, I was certain there was either some speck or some flaw 
in the stone.”— Tavernier^ p. 134. 

At tlie mine of Raolconda there were several diamond cutters, 
who had each a steel mill, some of them like those used in Europe. 

They cast water continually on the mill, to find out the grain 
of the stone,” and when this is found they pqjir an oil (with 
abundance of powder of diamonds) to make the stone slide the 
faster, and in grinding a diamond which weighed 103 carats 
when cut, they laid on a w^eight of 150 pounds of lead. 

The purchasers of diamonds paid two per cent, to the king on 
all that they bought. The miners, who know all the places where 
the diamonds growy generally set 50 or 100 men to w'ork, in a 
space about 200 paces in compass, and for the privilege of w'ork- 
ing this once they pay to the king two pagodas a day, and four 
when they employ a hundred men. When a w'orkman meets 

* Le$ Six Voi/ages de Jean JiaptUte TaremUr, Heuyer^ Baron d^A uhonne^ gu'U 
a fait en Turquie^ en eiavx lnde$ pendant Vnpace de quarante am. Paris', 

1751. 3 tom. Our extracts arc chiefly from the English Translation, by Phillips. 
Lond. Folio. 1778. But our principal facts are taken from the original French, 
which contains much carious matter omitted by the Translator. 
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with a stone of fourteen or sixteen carats, he carries it to the 
master of tlie works, who rewards him with a piece of calicut to 
make a bonnet, of the value of 25 sous, together with a half or 
a whole pagoda. ''When large diamonds are found, they are 
, brought every morning at ten o’clock to the merchants, with 
whom they are allowed to remain for seven pr eight days, when 
the price is agreeil upon, and a bill granted for it upon Agra, 
Visapour, or Surat. When the diamonds are small they are 
disposed of in another way, which Taveniier thus describes;— 

“ 'Tis very pleasant to see the young children of the merchants 
and other people of the country, from the age of ten to fifteen or 
sixteen years, who seat themselves upon a tree that lies in the void 
place of the town : Every one of them has his diamond-weights in a 
little bag hanging at one side, on the other his purse, with five or six 
hundred pagods in gold in it. There they sit, expecting when any 
person will come to sell them some diamonds. If any person brings 
them a stone, they put it into the hands of the eldest boy among 
them, who is as it were their chief; who looks upon it, and after that 
gives it to him that is next him; by which means it goes from hand 
to hand, till it return to him again, none of the rest speaking one 
word. After that he demands the price, to buy it if possible; but if 
he buy it too dear, *tis upon his own account. In the evening the 
children compute what they have laid out; then they look upon their 
stones, and separate them according to their water, their weight, and 
clearness. Then they bring them to the great merchants, who have 
generally great parcels to match ; and the profit is divided among 
the children equally; only the chief among them has a fourth in the 
hundred more than the rest. As young us they are, they so well 
understand the price of stones, that if one of them have bought any 
purchase, and is willing to lose half in the hundred, the other shall 
give him his money. They shall hardly bring you a parcel of stones, 
above a dozen, ^wherein there is not some flaw or other defect.”— 
TavernieT, p. 135. 

The following account of the “ mystery” in which the Indians, 
whether Mahometans or Hindo(^s, “ drive their bargains” with 
the diamond merchants, is given by Tavernier as something 
exceedingly curious. The sale is made in absolute silence, and 
without the least “ talking on either side.” 

“ The buyer and the seller sit one before another like two tailors, 
and the one of the two opening his girdle, the seller takes the right 
hand of the purchaser, and covers his own hand and that with his 
girdle; under Which, in the presence of many marchanta that meet 
together in the same hall, the bargain is secretly driven without the 
knowledge of any person. For then the purchaser nor seller speak 
neither with their mouths nor eyes, but only with the hand, as thus; 
When the seller takes the purchaser by the whole hand, that signifies 
a thousand, and as often as he squeezes it, be means so many thousands 



The Conleur Mine—The Great Mogul Diamond, 193 

pagods or rupees, according the money in question. If he takes 
hut half to the knuckle of the middle-finger, that's as much as to say 
nfty. The small end of the finger to the first knuckle signifies ten. 
When ho grasps five lingers, it signifies five hundred; if but one 
finger, one hundred.’*— Tavernier^ p. 136. 

The mine of Ga7ii or Couleur^ seven days* journey west of 
Golconda, was next visited by Tavernier. It stands near a great 
town, between wdiich and a mountain is a plain, where they 
find diamonds. The nearer they dig to the mountain, the 
larger are the stones which they find; but none are found at 
the top. This mine was discovered about the middle of the 
16th century by a man, who, in digging a piece of ground to 
sow millet, discovered a diamond of 25 carats. The news spread 
like wildfire, and the “ moneyed men in the town set themselves 
to work,” and found diamonds larger and in greater quantity 
tlian in any other mine. Among the largest was the celebrated 
diamond of nine hundred Kattces,* or 793 carats, wliich belonged 
to the King of Golconda, and which his General Mirgiinola 
presented to tlie Great Mogul. This diamond, known by the 
name ol‘ the Koh-i-noor, or Mountain of Light, passed through 
various hands, and after many changes in w'eight and in form, 
is believed to be represented by the Great Exhibition Diamond, 
belonging to Her Majesty, and now weighing about 100 carats. 

Although the stones in this mine are remarkable for their 
size, yet they are less clear than those of other mines, their water^ 
or lustre, partaking of the quality of the earth in which they 
are found. When the ground is marshy, the colour of the stone 
Inclines to black, and when red to redness. In other places 
they are green, and in some yellow, but what seems very curi¬ 
ous, upon the most part of these stones, after they are cut, 
there appears a kind of greasy moisture^ which must be as often 
wiped off.” In order to discover the water of these stones, they 
examine them with a lamp in the dark ; but the* most infallible 
process, according to Tavernier, is to carry the stone to a tree 
thick of boughs,” in order to discern by the verdure of that 
shade, whether the water be bluish or no.” Above 60,000 
persons were employed in this mine. 

The most ancient of all the diamond mines in India is that 
of Soumelpour, a large town, near which is the river Gouet, a 
tributary of the Ganges, in the sands of which tlio diamonds are 
found. In February, when the floods in the river have subsided, 
about 8000 persons flock from the town, and search for the 


* The translator says 900 carats, bat this is a mistake, as will be afterwards 
seen. 
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diamonds in the sands of the river, r The sand sometimes rises 


above the water, but when it does not, they drain off the water, 
and carry away the sand to another place, where it is washed, 
sifted, and examined. 

About twenty or thirty years after Tavernier travelled in 
India, tlie Earl Marshal of England, who had visited several of 
the diamond mines on the coast of Coromandel, communicated 


an account of them to the Royal Society. Although mines of 
diamonds occur everywhere in the great range of hills which 
commence at Cape Comorin, and extend about fifty miles in 
breadth through the whole of Bengal, yet very few of them are 
worked, and it was chiefly from tlie kingdoms of Golconda and 
Visapour that the world was supplied with diamonds, before they 
were found in America. The Earl Marshal describes no fewer 


than twenty-three diamond mines in the kingdom of Golconda, 
and fifteen in the kingdom of V’^isapour. In one of these, called 
Currure, which is said to be tlie finest as well as the most an¬ 
cient, and which is worked by the king for his own private use, 
diamonds weighing eight ounces troy^ or 81rJ- pagodas, or 960 
carats, are said to have been found. About the beginning of the 
17th century, w'hen the country was under the government of 
the Hindoos, and when strangers were permitted to dig, a Por¬ 
tuguese gentleman went for this purpose from Goa, and having 
spent in mines a great sum of money, “ he sold everything lie 
brought with him that would fetch any money, even to the wear¬ 
ing ciotlies lie could spare. While the miners were at work for 
the last day’s expense, lie had prepared a cup of j)oison, resolv¬ 
ing, if that night he found nothing, to drink his last with the 
conclusion of his money; but in the evening the workmen 
brought liim a very fine and great* stone, of twenty pagodas 
weiglit, (206 carats,) in commemoration whereof he caused a 
great stone to bo erected in the jilace, with an inscription en¬ 
graven on it, hi the Hindoo or Tollinga tongue, to the following 
effect, whiclx remains to be seen to this day. 


‘ Yonr wife and children sell, sell what you have, 
Sparc not your clothes, nay, make yourself a slave. 
But tnouey get, then to Cuhuukk make haste, 
There search the mines, a prize you’ll find at last.’ 


After which he immediately returned with his stone to Goa.”* 
The mine of Wootoor, which is near Currure, yields stones 
of equal magnitude, and of similar shapes and waters, and, what 
is singular, the diamonds are found in black earth. The mine 
of Muddemurg is celebrated for producing diamonds of a fine 


* Fhi). Tninfl., No. cxxxvi. June 25th, 1677. Vo), xi. pp. 909, 910. 
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shape and water; and Mekvillie, or the new mine) discovered in 
1670, gives well-shaped stones of a very considerable size. The 
earth in which they are found is very red; and many of the 
stones found there have it sticking to them, as if it had clung 
there) while then were of a soft glutinous substance) and had not 
obtained their hardness. 

The mines of Visapour yield stones as large as those of Gol- 
conda, though it is celebrated for its small stones, which yield a 
higher profit than the large ones. The diamonds are found in 
red and sometimes yellow earth, in all the fifteen mines of Visa- 
pour, and they arc frequently enclosed in clods. The earth is 
carried to a sort of tank, with walls about two feet high and six 
feet wide, made of rugged stones joined together by mortar made 
of earth and water. This rude enclosure is strengthened outside 
by a bank, and is floored with stones. The earth from the mines 
is soaked in this tank, the clods broken, and the great stones 
picked out. It is then stirred with shovels till the w'ater is 
ninddy, and when the gravelly stuff has fallen to the bottom, 
and ail the earth washed away, by using fresh winter and run¬ 
ning it off, the gravel is spread out and dried, and the diamonds 
which it contains discovered, and picked out by their reflecting 
the light of the sun. The diamonds tlius found are sometimes 
secreted by the workmen. Tavernier states that they often 
swallow the diamonds when they discover a valuable one; and 
a merchant pointed out to him one of his workmen who had 
concealed one in the corner of his eye. In Golconda, where all 
stones under a pagoda weight were given to the miner, and all 
above it reserved for tlie king, this arrangement was often violated 
by the overseer of the mines, and when the workmen found a 
stone approaching in weight to a pagoda, they conceal it till 
they have an opportunity, and then with v\ife and children run 
all away into the Visapour country, where they arc secure.''* ^ 

"I'lie diamond mines of India have been more fecently visited 
by Dr. Hamilton Buchanan, Dr. Voysey, and others, and we 
arc enabled, by their descriptions, to give a more accurate ac¬ 
count of the matrix of the diamond, or rather of the nature of 
the rocks or soil in which it is found. Dr. Buchanan visited 
the diamond mine of Panna in 1813. Hound Paniia is a table¬ 
land of great extent, from 500 to 1200 feet of perpendicular 
height above the level of the Gangetic plain. The whole plain 
in the table-land, for several miles round Panna, in all direc¬ 
tions, is said to produce diamonds wherever it liappcns to be of 
a gravelly nature. The, soil is very red in general, though in 
some places only slightly so, and is occasionally of a dark brown 
colour. The soil is from two to eight cubits deep where the 
diamonds are found, and contains many small pebbles a good 
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deal resembling some ores of iron bhat Dr. Buchanan saw in 
Bhagalpur. The diamonds are found intermixed with this, but 
they never adliere to any stone or pebble. They are obtained, as 
usual, by washing away the earth from the gravel; and they are 
generally very small, usually worth only 500 rupees, though 
sometimes they are valued between 500 and 1000- The Rajah 
had one worth 50,000 rupees, which he placed in the head of an 
image. The workmen are allowed three'-fourths of the value of 
stones tho size of a pea, or smaller; two-thirds of the value of 
those about the size of a hazel-nut; and one-half oi those larger 
than a filbert. Every person that chooses may dig; and the 
average number of diggers is about a thousand. The rock im¬ 
mediately under the gravel and eax’th, among which the diamonds 
are found, is a wliite granular quartz, too hard to be cut for 
building, stained red in many places, and containing more black 
spots^ or dots, than usual. The workmen assured Dr. Buchanan 
that the yeneraiion of diamonds is always going forward^ and 
that they have just as much chance of success in searching earth 
which has been fourteen or fifteen years unexamined^ as in digging 
what has never been disturbed; and^ in fact^ he say.f, 1 saw them 
digging up earth which had evidently been before examined^ as it 
was lying in irregular heaps^ as throton out after examination^^ 
The late Mr. II. Voysey, who visited some of the principal 
diamond mines of Southern India, in January 1821, has thrown 
some light upon the matrix of the diamond. In the rock mines 
of Banganpalli the matrix of the diamond is a sandstone breccia, 
whicli is found under a compact sandstone rock, like that of tho 
rest of the range. “ It is composed of a beautiful mixture of 
red and yellow jasper, quartz, chalcedony, and hornstone of va¬ 
rious colours, cemented together by a quartz paste. It passes 
into a pudding-stone, composed of rounded pebbles of quartz, 
hornstone, &c. &c., cemented by an argillo-calcareons earth, of 
a loose friable texture, in which the diamonds are most frequently 
found.” For many years previous to Mr. Voysey’s visit to 
these mines, no fresh excavations in the breccia had been made, 
and he therefore could not ascertain the mode in which the 
miners got at tho breccia; but he saw many holes about five 
feet in depth, under large blocks of sandstone, w here he was told 
the diamond bed was found. Mr. Voysey confirms the statement 
of Dr. Buchanan, that the diamonds are supposed to grow in the 
old rubbish that had been previously examined. Nay, the truth 
of this opinion may be considered as demonstrated by the fact, 
that the miners no longer quarry fresh breccia from beneath the 
sandstone, but ** are content with sifting and examining the old rub¬ 
bish of the mines,'** and in which they actually find diamonds. 
The opinion that diamonds grow in the previously washed, 
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sifted, and examined rubbish; ^nd that the chips and small pieces 
rejected by former searchers actually increase in size^ and in pro^ 
cess of time become large diamonds^ prevails everywhere in India; 
and even at Gani Parteal or Couleur, where fhe Great Koh-i- 
noor was found, the search is confined to the rubbish of the old 
mines. Dr. Voysey draws the follovviiiff conclusions from Ins 
examination of the diamond strata in India. 

1, That the matrix of the diamonds produced in Southern 
India, is the sandstone breccia of the clay slate formation. 

That those found in alluvial soil are produced from the 
debris of the above rock, and have been brought thither by some 
torrent or deluge, which could alone have transported such large 
masses and pebbles from the parent rock, and that no modern 
or traditional inundation has reached to such an extent, 

3. That the diamonds found at present in the beds of the 
rivers, are washed down by the annual rains. 

In speaking of the probability of the opinion that the diamond 
is continually growing, Dr. Voysey makes tljc important obser¬ 
vation, tliat in hot climates crystallization goes on with wonder¬ 
ful ra])idity, and that he hopes, at some future period, to produce 
undeniable proofs of the recrystallization of amethyst^ zeolite^ and 
feldspar in alluvial soil. Unfortunately for science Mr, Voysey, 
who was geologist to the Indian Trigonometrical Survey, died 
sbon after his paper was printed.* 

An account of the diamond workings and diamonds of Sumb- 
hnlj)ore w^as published about tw'cnty-five years ago by Mr. Bre¬ 
ton of Calcutta. The valley of Sumblmlj)ore, about 410 feet 
above the level of the sea, and the streams at the months of 
which tlie diamonds are found, lie between the 83d and 84th 
degree of East Longitiule and the 21st and 22d ofNoi'th Latitude. 
Diamonds of various sizes, and of the first quality, arc found at 
the mouths of tlie rivers Maund, Keloo, Eeb, and others, which 
rise in the mountainous parts of Koorba, Sirg(Jojah, Kaeghur, 
Jushpoor, and Gangpoor, and fall into the Mahanuddee on its 
left bank. They are also obtained after the rains among the mud 
and sand deposited on the beds of islands upon the left bank, but 
never upon the I’ight bank of the Mahanuddee, nor upon its left 
bank above its cpnfiuence with the Maund at Chanclcrpore, or 


* It may be useful to tliose who study tliis curious subject, to know that Mr, 
Voysey has misapprehended the theory of Sir David Brewster, of the origin of the 
diamond, when he gives it as the opinion of that autlinr, that the matrix of the 
diamond is neither a rock of igneous origin, nor one of a<tueous deposition whereas 
ho merely stated, ** that the coihpre»nb!e state of the diamond could not arise from 
the action of heat,’* and ** could not exist in a mass formed by aqueous deposititm.” 

— PhU. JovnU'i vol. Hi. p. 100. 
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below Soanpore. About 500 persQus are annually emplo 3 ^ed 
from November till the rainy season, in searching the bed of the 
Mahanuddee for diamonds, wherever alluvial matter is deposited 
in its hollows, or'where the current is obstructed by rocks. The 
earth, dug out by a pickaxe, is placed on a large concave board, 
with two raised rims, and the diamonds are found among the 
gravel which is left, by washing away the earth with water along 
the inclined board. The earth consists of a mixture of stiff red¬ 
dish clay, pebbles, a small proportion of sand, and a little oxide 
of iron. At Sumbhulpore a diamond of the first quality is called 
Brahmin, of the second Chetree, of the third Bysh, and of the 
fourth Soudra, the four tribes of the Hindoos. A diamond of 
308 grains or 77 carats in weight was obtained in 1807 by the 
Banec Rnttun Coher, and in 1809 one of tlic Bysh quality, 
and weighing 672 grains, or 168 carats, w'as picked up at 
a place called llerakode, in the bed of the Mahanuddee. The 
diamond was not delivered to the Ranee, on account of her 
being occupied in the funeral rites of her husband’s mother; 
and before they were finished tlie Mahratta troops arrived 
and expelled her from her territory. The existence of the 
valuable diamond was told to the commanding officer, Chun- 
derjee Bhoonsla, who persuaded the finder to surrender it for 
a fine village and 1000 rupees. No sooner was the diamond 
in the ])ossession of the Mahratta chief, than he rc{)roached the 
finder for bringing a stone instead of a diamond, and drove him 
from his presence. 

The diamond mines of Borneo were known in the time of 
Tavernier, who was dissuaded from going to that island, because 
The Queen would not permit a stranger to carry off any of 
the diamonds, the few that were exported being taken away by 
stealth, and sold at Batavia. The diamonds are found in the 
sand of a river called Snccadan. ‘‘I say the Queen,” adds 
Tavernier, “aitd not the King, because in that island the women 
have the sovereign command, and not the men. For thepeo])le 
are so anxious to have a lawful heir upon the throne, that the 
husband not being certain that the children he has by his w’ife 
are his own, but the wife being always certain that the children 
which she bears are hors, they rather choose to be governed by 
a woman, to whom they give the title of Queen ; her husband 
being only her husband, and having no power but what she 
permits him.” » 

A more recent account of the diamond mines of Borneo was 
published in the Singapore Chronicle of October 11, 1827. 
The mines in the residency of the north-west coast of the Island 
are worked by the Daya, the Malayu, and the Chinese. The 
earthy gravel called Areng^ in which the diamonds are found, is 
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obtained by sinkin^x a sh^ft on the areiifx, about two feet in 
diameter, to enable the miner to turn round in it. The areng is 
from one to three feet tliick, and is dug out to the extent of seven 
or eight feet from the sides of the shaft under the superincumbent 
strata, which are sometimes propped up. When the areng in the 
first mine is exhausted, and the course of the vein ascertained, 
a new sliaft is opened in that direction, at the distance of fifteen 
or sixteen feet from the fornier one, to enable the miner when 
he reaches the areng to work back to the former mine, the same 
process being repeated till the vein is exhausted. The areng is 
hoisted up in small baskets, and then placed in conical circular 
trays, wliich are immersed in the nearest stream, and the areng 
washed by hand till tlie earthy particles are separated from it. 
The trays are then brought to the surface and whirled round, 
till the water they contain is poured oft' quite pui’e from all 
eartliy matter. The Malayu use the same process; but the 
Chinese employ a more efticient one. The Chinese avail them¬ 
selves of the shafts sunk and abandoned by the J)ava or Malayu. 
Having formed a tank, or dammed up a small stream, a channel 
is cut in the direction of the vein, and the upper strata are 
entirely cleared away by the action of the stream of water. The 
areng is then dug out and \vaslied in wooden troughs, fixed on 
an inclined jdane. The largest diamond known with certainty 
•to have been found in these mines weighed only thirly-sic 
carats. The Sultan of Mattan is said to possess one weighing 
three hundred and sixty-seven carats^ which he was afraid to cut 
lest it turn out to be flawed; but as the autlior of the article 
from which we quote informs ns, ^‘gentlemen to whom it has 
been lately shewn consider it not to be a true stone.” 

At one time all diamonds under four carats were the pro]>erty 
of the miners; but all of that size and upwards were claimed 
by the Panainbachan, then a tributary of Bantam, from the 
Sultan of which state the former Dutch Compauy purchased this 
monopoly or royalty for 50,000 dollars. By a treaty with the 
Panainbachan made in 1823, all the diamonds must bo de¬ 
livered to government at 20 per cent, below the market price, 
ascertained by appraisement on the spot, the necessai'y advances 
having been previously made to the miners. The small diamonds 
are sold at Pontianak, and the large ones disposed of at Batavia, 
and the profits divided between the government and the Panam- 
banchan. About 390 carats were found in the latter half of 
1823, and 1900 carats in 1824. The quantity found in 1825 and 
1826 was less than in 1824. 

In his journals,* as published by Captain Mundy and Captain 

♦ SarratitQ of ExenU in Borneo and CeUhet^ vol. i. p. 280. 2d Kditioa. 

Kepper^ Erpedition tAj Borneo in the Dido^ vol. i. p. 293. 
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Keppel, Sir James Brooke speaks of his diamond works at Santah, 
where Palingi Ali assured him he and four men had in one day 
obtained siatv diamonds, some of them of four carats. He men¬ 
tions his establishment there as consisting of tw o Banjar diamond 
workers and six labourers, to whom he added four Chinese for the 
diamond trench, presided over by Hajji Ibrahim, a Chinese 
Mohammedan, but he does not say that a single diamond has 
been found. The diamonds occur in a gravelly stratum, which 
is laid bare after the Chinese fashion of trenching the grounds 
w’ith a run of water through the trench,” “ The earth is washed 
at the water’s edge in large round wooden pans shaped like 
shields; and when the diamonds are picked out there remains a 
residue of black sand like gunpowder, and gold particles.’’ 

The fullest and most interesting account of the diamond 
mines of Borneo has been given by Mr. Hugh Low, Colonial 
Seci'etary at Labuh-an.* The diamonds of Borneo, equal to 
any from India or Brazil in beauty, are found in the greatest 
quantity in Sango, Landak, and Banjarmassin, where they are 
worked to a small extent by the Chinese and Malays. Ever 
since the Malays settled in Borneo, the mines of Landak sup- 

E lied them wdth diamonds. The mines of Sango and Banjar 
ave been more recently explored. The principal, and indeed 
the only mart formerly opened for the Borneo diamonds, w^as 
Batavia, and Sir Stamford Baffles says, that “few courts of 
Europe could perhaps boast of a more brilliant display of dia^ 
inonus^ than in the prosperous days of the Dutch was exhi* 
bited by the ladies of Batavia.” The Borneo diamonds are 
found in a gravelly stratum, at various depths below the surface. 
The mines at Sarawak were formerly w'orked, but not veiy ex¬ 
tensively. The gravel in which they occur is in some places 
not more than six feet, and in others as much as eighteen below 
the surface. They are generally small in size, but of the most 
brilliant W'ater. r Mr. Low saw a person get three small ones 
at one washing, together w'ith a considerable portion of gold; 
and Sir James Brooke states that, previous to his time, “ eleven 
men had, in three days, obtained a quantity of diamonds which 
sold at Sandos (at half their value) for 5000 Java rupees.” The 
great diamond of the Sultan of Mattan, which, as w^e have already 
stated, is erroneously supposed not to be a real stone, is, according 
to Mr. Low, still uncut, and if cut and polished, would be re¬ 
duced from 367 to 183| carats, that is, to one half its present 
size. Its present shape is that of an egg indented on one side. 
Its value, he says, is stated by Mr. Crawford to be £269,378, 
being less by £34,822 than that of the Russian diamond, and 
£119,773 more than that of the Pitt diamond. Mr. Low adds 

* Saratraky Us InhabUanU and rTod%ieiions, by Hugh Lott^ pp. 26-29. London, 
1848. 
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the important statement^ lhat he has been informed ‘‘by a per¬ 
son who supposed himself to be a good judge of diamonds, that 
. the Sultan possesses the real atone,” (and therefore not a false one 
as stated in the Singapore Chronicle,) which he had seen ; but 
that a crystal is shown to strangers, as the Sultan who has been 
already robbed of his territory fears that this last emblem of 
royalty will be also taken from liim by his powerful and avaricious 
neighbours. The Malays of Banjarmassin and Landak have 
offered to work Sir James Brooke’s mines at Sarawak, but their 
characters are so bad that he does not encourage their immigra¬ 
tion. We trust, however, that active means will be taken to 
explore the valuable treasures in that intei’esting locality, and 
that we shall soon be able to announce the arrival of valuable 
diamonds from a British Colony.* 

The discovery of diamonds in Brazil early in the present 
centuiy, has doubtless led to the abandonment of many of the 
diamond mines in India. In the mountainous district of Serro 


* 


do Frio, which is peculiarly celebrated for its diamonds, they are 
found in rivers or rivulets, in the banks adjoining water courses, 
and In ravines. The soil with which the diamonds are invariably 
found intermixed, is called cascalhao^ wliich is a stratum of 


rounded pebbles and gravel, immediately incumbent on the primi¬ 
tive granite, inclining to gneiss, and covered with a stratum of 
vegetable earthy matter of variable thickness. Above the vegetable 
earth is a sti'atum culled hurgalhao^ which consists of angular 
quartz pebbles, and not unfrequently largo beds of solid quartz 
not more than four or five inches thick. This stratum, according 


to Mr. IVIawe, does not seem to have been formed at the same 
time, or by the same means as the cascalliao. In the granite 
beneath the cascalliao there is a portion of liornblende and fre¬ 
quently mica. The soil is rich and remarkably ferruginous. In 
one part of the diamond district of Brazil the cascalliao forms a 
solid conglomerate or breccia of rounded pebbles, cemented by 
ferruginous matter, and in which the diamonds and gold are 
frequently enveloped. This pudding-stone is believed by Mr. 
Mawe to be of very recent formation. In order to obtain the 
diamonds from the cascalhaOj the gravelly matter is freed from 
its adhering earths by the processes which we have already 
described. Mr. Mawe has given a drawing and descri|)tion of 
the diamond workings at Mandango, on the river Fiquitonhoha 
in the Serro do Frio, where a thousand negroes are employed. 
The bed of the river is laid dry by an aqueduct, and the water 
is pumped from the deep pools left in the channel, by means of 
chain pumps workeef by water-wheels. In former times the 


* Since ibis was written, we have learned that the Eastern Archipelago Com¬ 
pany have obtained the Snltan oi* nuriico the right of working ah the mineml 
proauctions of his territory. 
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cascalhao obtained from these pools w^s carried to the washinffs 
by negroes, but it is now conveyed along inclined planes. 
When a negro finds a diamond of the weight of an 8vo (17^, 
carats) the event iS’ celebrated with much ceremony. Crowned 
with a garland of flowers he is carried in procession to the 
manager of the wMshings, who presents him with his freedom, 
by bis owner for it. He receives also a present of new 

clothes, and is permitted to work the mines on his own account. 
When a stone of 8 or 10 carats is found, the negro receives two 
new shirts, a complete suit of new clothes, and a handsome knife. 
For smaller stones of but little value proportionate premiums 
are given. The diamonds in the treasury of the king amountcil 
in all to about 4000 or 5000 carats, the largest being a fine 
octohedral one of 17 carats. Diamonds, however, of a much 
larger size have been found, and one in particular in the alluvium 
of the river Abacthe, of form approximating to the octohedron, 
and weighing seven-eighths of an oz. troy, or 105 carats, which 
Mr. Mawe in his Travels, from some mistake, says, “ is perhaps 
the largest in the world.” In his later work he does not repeat 
this statement. He says, “ that no potentate is so rich in 
diamonds as the king of Portugal, whose suite, which he had the 
honour of being shown, he estimated at more tlian two millions 
sterling^ This fine diamond was discovered under very peculiar 
circumstances. It was found about the year 1797 by three con¬ 
victs, who were banished into the interior of Brazil, and Avho 
when thus driven from society wei’e anxious to obtain a remis¬ 
sion of their punishment by tfie discovery of some new mine or 
production which the sovereigji would value. Influenced by this 
motive, thej'' wandered for six years through the most unfre¬ 
quented parts of the country, exposed at one time to the violence 
of the Anthropophagi, and at another to be seized by the soldiers 
of the government. As a last resource they explored the bed of 
the river Abaetht wheji its waters had been greatly diminished 
by a long continued drought, and while they were washing its 
gravel and expecting only gold, they discovered tlic fine diamond 
we have mentioned. Uncertain how to act they consulted a 
clergyman who took them to tlie governor of Villa Kica, who, 
as soon as he ascertained that the stone w*as a real diamond, 
suspended the sentence of the convicts as a reward for its de¬ 
livery. The precious gem was sent immediately to llio Janeiro. 
A frigate was despatched with it to Lisbon, and the clergyman 
was also sent to make a proper representation of the case to tlio 
Portuguese Government. The sovereign sanctioned the pardon 
granted by the governor, and Church pritferment was given to 
the clergyman. 

The diamond mines of Brazil are stated to liaA^e produced 
only £40,000 per annum. Between 1801 and 1806 the expense 
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of working them (wages^ being about Gd- or 8(1. per day) seems 
to have amounted to £204,000, while the diamonds obtained 
weighed 115,675 carats, the cost per carat being £1, 33s. Od. 
In ordinary years the return of diamonds fe only about 20,000 
carats.* 

Although the diamond district of Minas Geraes, so interesting 
from its mineral productions, has been visited since the time of 
Mr, Mawe, by MM. Martins and St. Hilaire, as botanists, and 
also by M. D’Jfischwcgc, when geology was yet in its infancy, yet 
it was left to M. CIaussen,t who resided twenty years in the 
counti’y, to survey it with the care which it merits, and particu¬ 
larly in relation to the true matrix of the diamond and the 
euclasc and topaz. The soil whiith yields diamonds, and has 
been long known in Brazil, extends into the provinces of Minas 
and St- l^iul, from the lOtli to the 26th degree of south latitude. 
When the diamonds disappear in this last latitude, in the pro¬ 
vince of St. l^aul, the bituminous schists commence, which con¬ 
tain the coal in the province of St. Catherine, In the north of the 
province of Minas, tl*e red sandstone is covered by a calcareous 
formation, equivalent to the Jurassic group, and which is itself 
covered with the gypsum marls with rock salt. In all the parts 
of this last formation, where the valleys have been excavated 
sufficiently deep to show the red sandstone, diamonds are found 
in the rivers—in the lilo Acary and others. 

Early in 1839 diamonds were discovered in the psammite sand¬ 
stone of the Serro do Santo Antonio de Grammagoa. This moun¬ 
tain consists of large beds of sandstone, which have occasionally 
the aspect of Itacoluinite, but the strata having little inclination, 
and reposing immediately upon the macignos, (a transition for¬ 
mation,) leave no doubt of their identity with the Psainmitic sand- 


* In the iliamond districts of Minas Geraes and St. Paul in Brazil examined 
by Clausson^ plutonie forces acting upon dioritic veins hav^ilevulopcd in one place 
connnou inir.n, in another ferruginous mica, in the quartzoso iiacitiumite* The 
diainunds of (irainniagoa are contained in layers of solid silicic acid. Occasionally 
they lie enveloped by plates of mica, exactly like the garnets forine(l in mica slate. 
The Russian diamonds found in in the Rnropean declivity of the Ural, also 

stand in geological relation to the black carboniferous dolomite of Adoli'skoi, ua well 
as to augitic porphyry, which have nr»t yet been made the subject of sufficiently ac¬ 
curate observations.”— Cvsinos, p. 283. Sir Roderick Murcliison and M. 
Verueuii do not concur in the opinion that the diamonds of Chrestovodsvisgeusk 
have had their origin in the black dolomite of that place^ for although this rock con¬ 
tains carbon, the alluvia in whicli the diamonds are found, though overlying the 
dolomite, liave no carbon. They agree rather witli Colonel llelmcrsoii that tlie 
diamonds like the gold bhingle, and the greater part of tho accompanying detritus 
have been drifted h'om the adjacent flunk of the higher mountains, in which mica¬ 
ceous quartz i'ock.s exist, f^^agments of these (^itacolurnite or inicaschist) being also 
found in the alluvium. See Geology of R-u$»iay vol. i. p. 482, note. 

f Notes Giiologiques surla Produce de J^Jinas Geraes au BresU, Par P. Claus- 
sen, de L’lnstitut Brdsilien, 1841. Published in the BuUeiins de L'Acadimie des 
Sciences et des Belles heitres de BnixeUes, 1841, Tom. viii., part i., pp. 322-343, 
with four plates. 
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atones of Abaetli^, The first discoverer^* of these rocks, owing to 
their being soft, obtained many diamonds from them, but at a 
greater depth they became liarder and more difficult to work. 
More than 2000 pel*sons rushed to this spot, and working with- 
' out any plan, they caused a part of the mountain to fall, and by 
crushing the debris, they found many diamonds* Specimens of 
the rock with the included diamonds are not very rare. The 
diamonds are embedded in the Psammite sandstone, and in the 
Itacolumite sandstone, and sometimes between plates of mica, 
like the garnets in mica-schist. In the museum of Kio Janeiro 
there is a large rounded diamond, which has very distinct im¬ 
pressions of grains of sand. M. Claussen mentions a specimen 
of Pseudomorphous sandstone, two inches long and one wide, 
containing a diamond of nearly two grains, and crystallized in a 
rounded octohedron,* and also another specimen, the size of the 
first, of a yellowish sandstone, containing two diamonds, one of 
which weighs nearly a carat or four grains, and the other one 
grain. Both of them are crystallized in the perfect primitive 
octohedron; and M. Claussen has been assured that all the dia¬ 
monds found in the Itacolumite sandstone arc rounded octo- 
hedrons, while those found in the Psammite sandstone are perfect 
octohedrons. M. Claussen has given his views respecting the 
matrix of the diamond in the following interesting passage :— 

As 1 had already sent to the museum in Paris in 1838 specimens 
of red sandstone, as the presumed ouitrix of the diamond, 1 shall now 
explain the reasons which led rue to this supposition, and which 
more recent discoveries have fully confirmed. In studying this sub¬ 
ject for many years, I had remarked that the pebbles which are 
always found in the diamond-bearing cascalhaos were—1. Itacolumite 
(quartzose mica slate); 2 A sandstone, which I then took for a variety 
of Itacolumite; and, 3. some fragments of jasper; and I found that all 
other minerals in the cascalhao were quite accidental. I therefore 
believed that Itacolumite was the matrix of the diamond ; but was 
not able to explain the cause of the total absence of the diamond in 
all the places where this rock was greatly developed. In a journey 
which I made in 1836 on the left bank of the Rio San Francisco, I 
visited the diamoml-bearing district of Abaethe, and on examining 
the cascalhaos of that river I found it composed nearly thus:— 

Pebbles and angular pieces of raacignos and petrosiliceoua phyl- 
lades, . . , * . . 4 eighths. 

Psammite sandstone and jasper, . . 2 „ 

Itacolumite sandstone, . . . 1 

Quartzose sand, with some grains of menakanite, 

peridot, garnets, &c. . . . 1 #» 

‘‘The presence of such a large quantity ofmacignos is not surpris¬ 
ing, because the bed of the river is hollowed out in this formation, 


The owner of this speeiinca asKed 3000 francs for it. 
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which prevails also in the environs to a great distance. What struck 
me more was the presence of a considerable quantity of pebbles of 
Itacolumite sandstone, which I then took for true Itacolumite or quart- 
zosc mica-schist, which I knew only in situ, at a distance of 50 leagues 
from this. I then begun to think that the macigno formation might 
rest upon the Itacolumite, and that this ought to exist and be found 
somewhere in the deep ravines which the waters had excavated in 
the transition formation. In spite of my researches I found only the 
latter. I began then to ascend the mountains; and my surprise was 
great to find deposited here and there on the terraces which skirted 
them, pebbles and pieces of Itacolumite, of sandstone and of jasper, 
<&c. At last upon the top I found beds of Psammite sandstone resting 
on the transition formation, with which they have a conformable strati¬ 
fication, and into which they pass gradually. These sandstones contain 
sometimes veins of jtisper, and of jasper agate, and in the same beds 
they sometimes suddenly change their aspect and structure, and assume 
tliose of true Itacolumite, I then instantlyrecognised the origin of these 
pebbles, wliich I had considered as essential to the cascalhaos, and I 
was forced to admit the existence of a secondary Itacolumite posterioi’ 
to the transition formation, and therefore supposed it to be the 
primitive matrix of the diamond, which is now confirmed. . . • 

I he diamond is never found enveloped in an earthy crust, as has 
been stated. Its surface is sometimes rough, but generally smooth. 
The diamond is easily recognised by putting it into water, for it 
titere preserves its lustre, having the appearance of a bubble of air; 
whilst all other precious stones lose it.”— Bulletin, &c. &c., pp. 332- 
334. 

Tlie discovery of diamonds in Russia, far from the tropical 
zone, has excited much interest among geologists. M. Maurice 
Engelhardt, who visited tlie Ural Mountains in 1826, observed 
the resemblance between the platina sand of that region and that 
of the diamond districts of Brazil. Humboldt observed a similar 
resemblance between the Brazilian and Uralian Mountains, and 
in June 1829 two of his companions, when exploring the western 
declivity of the Ural range, discovered diamondvS, Seven of 
various sizes were found on the estates of Count Porlier, about 
ICO miles west of Perm, The Count himself found one in a 
species of gold and Platinum sand. In the summer of 1830 
other seven diamonds weighing from three-eighths of a carat to 
one carat were found among the gold dust on the same pro¬ 
perty. In the detritus on the banks of tlie Adolfskoi, no fewer 
than forty diamonds have been found in the gold alluvium 
only twenty feet above the stratum in which the remains of 
Mammoths and Rhinoceroses are found.* Hence Humboldt has 
concluded that the formation of gold veins, and consequently of 

* These diamonds wci'e seen by Sir Roderick Mui^hison, in the cabinet of 
Prince Butera. Since that period Colonel Holmersen has shown that diamonds 
have been found at three points along the Ural chain, Ekaterineburg Kushvinsk, 
and Versch-UralB.^6’tfoZ(3jfy of Ruuia, p, SOI, note. 
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diamonds, is comparatively of recent date, and scarcely anterior 
to the destruction of the Mammoths. Sir Roderick Murchison 
and M. Yerneuil have been led to the same result by different 
arguments. Colonel Helmersen, who, along with Humboldt and 
^ Rose, regard the Itacolmnite as the real site or matrix of the 
diamond, discovered that quartzose micaceous schist really occurs 
in the portion of the Ural adjacent to the diamond mines. 

Diamonds have recently been found in Africa, whence they 
were obtained in ancient times. The museum of M. do Dr^e con¬ 
tains three diamonds lately purchased at Algiers, and found in 
washing for gold in the auriferous sands of the River Suraee, in 
the Province of Constantine. Fcuchtwanger informs us that 

Mr, Featherstonhangh discovered perfect crystallized diamonds, 
a green and a white one, in N. America, south of the Potomac, 
and he adds that Mr, Charles CIcmson of Plu'Iadel])hia exhibited 
to him a diamond found in North Carolina, of a distinct octohe- 
dral form, and weighing three grains; but these facts do not seem 
to be known to, or admitted by, American mineralogists. Mr. 
Murray mentions on the authority of the Reverend Dr. Robinson 
of the observatory at Armagh, that a rough diamond with a red 
tint, and valued by Mr. Rundell at twenty guineas, was found in 
Ireland in the bed of a brook flowing through the county of 
Fermanagh. It was brought to a lady resident in the district by 
a girly who saiil that she had picked it up in the bed of tlie brook. 

Having thus submitted to our readers an account of the most 
celebrated diamond mines in the world, and of tlie localities in 
which diamonds are found, we shall proceed to give a description 
of the largest and finest diamonds of which a correct account 
has been preserved. 

The most noted of all the diamonds, and the one most interest¬ 
ing to Englishmen, is The Diamond of the Great Mogul,’’ 
subsequently known by the name of the Koli-i-noor, or Moun¬ 
tain of Light. Tavernier, the celebrated diamond merchant and 
traveller, was permitted by the Great Mogul to see this diamond 
and all his other jow^els. He was allovved to weigh it, and he 
found its weight 319^ rattees, which make 279 ainl 9-16ths of our 
carats, one rattee being seven-eighths of a carat. This stone w'as 
])art of a larger one found in 1550 in the mine of Gani or Conleur, 
not far to the east of Golconda, and it came into the ])os.session of 
the Great Mogul in the following manner:—When Mirgimola, 
the commander of the forces of the King of Golconda, betrayed 
his master, he carried off* with liim this large diamond, and having 
been kindly welcomed by Shah Jehan, the Great Mogul, he gave 
it him as a present. It was then rough and uncut, and weighed 
907 rattees, which make 787^ carats. “ It had,” says Tavernier, 

three several flaws in it, and if it had been in Europe, it would 
have been treated in adifferent manher; for very good pieceswould 
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have been got from it, and it would have remained when cut 
much heavier; whereas it hoe been all ground away. It was cut 
by the Sieur Hortensio Borgis, a Venetian diamond cutter, who 
was very ill rewarded for his labour, for when it was cut, they 
reproached him for having spoiled the stone which ought to have 
remained of a much greater weight; and instead of paying him 
for his trouble, the King made them take from him ten thousand 
rupees, and would have made them take more if he had had more 
to give.” “Had the Sieur Hortensio,” adds Tavernier, “ been 
well acquaint(?d with his profession, he might have obtained from 
this great stone some good pieces, without doing any injury to 
the King, and without having taken so much trouble in grinding 
it aw^ay ; but he was not a very skilful diamond cutter.”—“ After 
having carefully contemplated, ” adds Tavernier, “ this great 
stone, and having returned it into the hands of D^Akel Khan, 
lie showed me another diamond, of a pear shape, and of u very 
good form and fine water, witli three other tabic diamonds, 
two of them pure, and the other which has small dark points.” 

Having thus examined and w'eighed the diamond, Tavernier 
gives a drawing of it, and describes it as having the form of an 
egg cut through the middle. He says that it has a fine water, and 
is round and rose cut, very higli on one side, and having on the 
lower edge a crack and a small flaw wdthin. From this minute 
■ account of the Groat Mogul diamond, there are certain conclu¬ 
sions that we are entitled to draw. 

1. That the great rough diamond, belonging originally to 
the King of Golconda, and given by Mirgimola to Shah Johan, 
was not cut into two or more pieces by the Venetian artist, but 
w^as gi^owid down from 787^ to 279 carats, in consequence of the 
flaws which It contained. When Tavernier says that Hortensio, 
had he known his profession, might have obtained some good 
pieces by cutting the diamond, in place of grinding it down, he 
does not say this of his own knowledge, becfvuse he never saw 
tlie large rough diamond, but he says it on the authority of 
persons who could not but know the fact, and who being inter¬ 
ested in blaming the diamond-cutter, could only thus justify their 
liarsh treatment of him, in fining him 10,000 rupees. It is very 
probable tliat the flaws rendered it necessary to grind dowm the 
diamond, in place of cutting off the parts separated by flaws, as 
was lately done in the Koh-i-noor, when they were obliged to 
grind it down to the required shape, in place of cutting off 
particular portions of it. 

2. That the weight of the diamond thus cut was 279 carats, 
and that its shape waS that of half of an egg, as drawn and de¬ 
scribed by Taverniei% a person thoroughly qualifiecl to weigh, 
draw, and describe It. 

We have been unable to find at what date the diamond of the 
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Great M^ul, which has the form of a mountain^ received the 
name of Koh-i-nook, or the Mouniain of Light. It was cer¬ 
tainly not known under that name to the authors of the Hindoo 
Legends, W'hich allege that it,,.was .yfom by an Indian warrior 
w'ho .fell in battle in 3001 befoi'e Christ! According to the 
Antobiography of Baber, who became sovereign of Hindustan 
in 1526, Hamaynn, the son of Baber, was sent, after the defeat 
of Ibrahim Lodi at the battle of Panipnt, against Agra, the 
citadel of which had be<in h^l4 Ibrah.im by Skermajit, Bajah 
of Gwalior, who fell in that family of Bikermajit, 

as Baber himself relates, were, dlj^ time in Agra. Upon'Ha- 
mayun’s arrivid they attempt^^,^! escape, but wer^ stopped by 
the parties stationed to watca tl^t^oyenients, and were brought 
in prisoners. Hamayun would not permit them to be plundered, 
and of their own free will they presented to him a peshkash (or 
present), consisting of a quantity of jewels and precious stones, 
amongst which was mtefamous diamond^ which had been acquired 
by Sultan Ala-ud-din.' It is so valuable that a judge of diamonds 
estimated it at half of the dally expense of the whole world I It is 
about eight mishkals in weight. On my arrival Hamayun present¬ 
ed it as a peshkash to me, and I gave it back to him as a present.”* 
Dr. Horace Wilson, the author of the learned and interesting 
account of the’Koh-i-noor, in the O ficial Descriptive and Illus¬ 
trated Catalogue of the Great Exhibitions^ considers it as veiy pos¬ 
sible that the diamond of Baber was the one which Tavernier 
saw in the treasury of the Great'Mogul. The translators of Baber 
make eight mishkals equal to 320 rattees, which would give 280 
carats as the weight of the diamond, the very same as that of the 
Grwt Mogul Diamond; but Dr. Wilson says, that “ according 
to Ferisbta, who repeats the story, the weight was eight mish¬ 
kals or rattees only, which would ma^ jt only 491 grains or 
125’ carats. Baber's expression, however, is ‘ gnaliban,’ which 
would indicate not actual but estimated weight: According to 
the actual valuation, of .^e Arabian mishkal at 72 grains, the 
weight of Babers diamond'would be 576 grains, (or 144 carats,) 
but it is always difficult^^:li:^ttb precision the value of Indian 
weights and measures, vary at'different places and at 

different times. It is sr^ient to determine that Baber obtained 
a diamond corresponding neoHg if entirely in weight and 
Value with one found above a centi|i^.Jater in the possession of 
his descendants. The weight, ho^V^ of Baber's diamond 
being much the same as that of Aurnn^ebe’s, (^Shah Jehan’s 
brother,) the story of the original weight and the loss in cutting 
is not to be relied on.” 


* MemfAdrt of BdUr^ tmiifrlatcd hy Ur. Leaden and Mr. Eraklne, p. 308. 
f Fart III. pp. 695, 696. 
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These views of Dr. Wilson appear to us quite untenable and 
even contradictory ; but before we can make our reatlcrs under¬ 
stand the question at issue, we must examine Dr. Wilson’s 
o])inion that the Mo^ul Diamond of 279 <*arats, as weighed by 
Tavernier, is identical with the present Koli-i-noor weighing 
18G carats. To prove this identity, he makes I'avornier ignorant 
of the value of a rattee, and asserts that it has been found by 
trial to be equal to 2/s grains,” instead of grains, as Taver¬ 
nier assumed. With this value of the rattee, l)r, AVilson makes 
the Mogul Diamond 175 carats, whic]»,” lie says, “is a suffi¬ 
ciently near a]iproximatioii to the actual weight of the present 
Koh-i-noor, 18G carats.” Now, admitting this low value ui the 
I'attec, will any jicrson believe that Tavernier, a skilful diamond 
inercliant, committed a mistake of eleven carats^ or forty grains. 
in weighing the Mogul Diamond? But wo cannot admit that 
Tavernier mistook the value of a rattee. If lie did, lie must have 
hmmlall tlie tliamonds which he purchased in India, and resold 
in Kurope, little more than half the weight at which ho bouglit 
tliein, having weighed them in India “with the native standard 
of weight, the rattee,” as Dr. Wilson alleges. He must, there¬ 
fore, liiive found out his mistake long before he published his 
Travels, and would certainly have corrected it. But, as Dr. 
AVilson himself tells us, “ that Indian weiglits vary in different 
* places and different times,” why do we doubt the accuracy (»f 
Tavernier, (who bought diamonds in India by the rattee, and 
sold them in Europe by the carat,) when he distinctly tells us 
in Ins fourteenth chapter, “ On the diversity oj iceiyhts used at 
the Oiamond Alinesf &c,,— 


“ 'riiat at the mine of Souiffatjiouv in JJehgal they weigh hy ratis, 
and the rati is seven-eighths of a carat, or three grains and a half. 
I’hcy use the same weights over all the empire of the Mogul.” 

AA^e are now ])repared to come to a decision I’especting Baber’s 
diamond. If eight mishkals are equal to 320 rattocs, Baber’s 
diamond is so exactly the same weight of the Mogul’s, tliat we 
(*an scarcely doubt that tliey are-identical, in which case the 
story of the cutting of tlie rough diamond of 793 carats must he 
false. Yet it is quite possible that there were two diainond.s of 
nearly the same weight, in which case Tavernier’s story may be 
true. But if wo do not adtyiit the translator of Baber’s value 
of the mishkal, Baber’s diamond must have been cither 125 
carats or 144, and, consequently, could not have been the Mogul 
diamond, as reduced to 175 carats by Dr. Wilson, nor the pre¬ 
sent Koh-i-noor of 18(> carats. 

Having thus placed it beyond a doubt that the Baber diamoml 
was neither the diamond of Shah Jelian of 279 carats, nor that 
VOL. XVin. NO. XXXV. o 
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of Runjeot now called the Koh-J-noor, we sljall now enter 
upon the question introduced by Dr. Wilson, where he says, “It 
still remains to ho established how far the great diamond of the 
Mogul Rmperors fs to be considered as the same with the Koh-i- 
noor, as that appellation is not given to it by the early writers!'^* 
Now, there arc two kinds of evidence which may be adduced for 
or against the identity of these two diamonds—the testinmny of 
history, and the still more important evidence to be derived from 
a comparison of their weight and form. There is certainly no 
distinct evidence that the Mogul diamond passed into the pos¬ 
session of the ruling family of Kabul. That they did possess it 
is “ affirmed by the memboi*s of that family, and by the jewellers 
of Dellii and Kabul,” but with such motives to adopt this opi¬ 
nion, who would place any trust in the affirmation either of the 
family or of the jewellers? It is doubtless true that when Nadir 
Shah occupied Delhi iu 1739, Mohammed Shah, the great- 
grandson of Aurnngzebe, surrendered to him the valuable con¬ 
tents of the imperial treasury, among which “his biographer and 
secretary specifies a peshkasli or present by Mohammed Shall to 
his conqueror, of several magnificent diamonds^ But this surely 
is no evidence at all that the great historical diamond of India 
was one of these diamonds. The biographer and secretary of 
Nadir Shah, who is said to have first used the name of Koh-i- 
noor, would never have overlooked the “Mountain of Light”’ 
among the lesser jew'cls which composed the peshkash. We 
regard this therefore as an evidence either that Mohammed Shah 


did not possess the diamond of his family, or did not surrender it 
to his cfmqueror. But it is not improbable, nay, we think it very 
probable, that the diamond of Kuiijcet Sing, the present Koh-i- 
noor of 180 carats, was one of the magnificent diamonds referred 
to, and thus passed downwards through Ahmed Shah and his 
successors into the hands of Shah Sluija and Runjeet Sing. 
The historical etu'dence, therefore, entirely fails in identifying 
the Koh-i-noor with the diamond of the Groat Mogul ; nay, we 
arc compelled, by tbe only part of the evidence which has any 
real bearing on the question, to infer that Nadir Shah never 
received from the descendants of Aurungzebe the Great Diamond 
of his family. 

In entire conformity with these views is the physical testimony 
of w^eight and form—two sources of evidence which, taken separ¬ 
ately, we consider irresistible, and which, when combined, amount 


* Dr. VVitson is aware that another value of the rati has been given, namely, 
1 *gth grains, in which case tlie Mogul diamond would weigh only 105 carat®, and 
the Ual)er diamond only 73 or 84 carats, results which he himself will not admit. 
The rati U the seed of the but it is certain that the weight known 

by this name is heavier than l!'*e seed. 
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to demonstration. Tavcrjiior handled, and weighed, and deli¬ 
neated, and described the Mogul Diamond. Its weight was 
279 y~ carats —its form that of half an egg; it is of a good shape 
—it is round rose- cuty as elsewhere expressed, “there is a little 
flaw in the edge of the cutting heloiCj which goes round about the 
stoncn' With this description the drawing perfectly agrees. Now 
the Koh-i-noor weighed only 18G carats; its form had not the 
least resemblance to half an egg; it was not round rose-cut; it 
was not of a good shape, but of a singularly bad one; and it had 
not the slightest resemblance to Tavernier’s drawing. We have 
already seen how Dr. Wilson meets the argument from weight, 
and wo trust we have satisfactorily answered it. Wo may now 
a<ld that Tavernier’s drawings of diflerent diamonds are to a 
scale, along with diamonds sold to the King of France, by the 
carat; and by this scale the diamond of the Mogul, in place of 
being 175 carats, has the appearance of 279- lint not only is 
the Koh-i-noor in every respect dissimilar to the Mogul dia¬ 
mond, the two cannot be identified even by supposing tliat tlie 
279 carats have been reduced to 286 by cutting off* a slice of 93 
carats, (279—186=93,) because it is iniposHihle to convert the 
Koh-i -noor into the Mogul diamond, by adding 93 carats to it, 
even in the smallest pieces or particles; and, of course, equally 
impossible to reduce the Mogul diamond into tlie Koh-i-noor by 
cutting a slice from it, or even by grinding it down. 

This observation is of importance in reference to a theory 
brought forward by Dr. Beke in a notice read at the Ipswich 
meeting of the British Association, “ on a Diamond Slab snp~ 
posed to have been cut from the Koh-i-noorT 

“ It appears,” says Dr. Beke,* that in 1832 the Persian army, 
under Abbas Mcerza, Hereditary Prince of Persia, for the subjugation 
of Khorassan, found at the capture of Coocha, among the jewels of 
the harem of lleeza Kooli Khan, the chief of that place, a large dia¬ 
mond slab, supposed to have been cut from the* Koh-i-noor. It 
w^eighed 130 carats, and shewed the marks of cutting on the flat or 
largest side. The only account that could be obtained of it was the 
statement that it was found in the possession of a poor man, a native 
of Khorassan, and that it had been employed in hia family for the 
purpose of striking a light against a steel, and in this rough service 
it had sustained injury by constant use. The diamond was presented 
by Abbas Mcerza to his father, Futteh Ali Shah, and is presumed 
to be among the crown jewels of Persia. The Armenian jewellers of 
Teheran asked the sum of 20,000 toinauns (£16,000 sterling) for 
cutting it, but the Shah was not inclined to incur the expense.’'! 


* Atherteum, July 5, 1051, p. 718; and Report of the British Association, 
1651, p. 44. 

+ The above particulars were forwarded to Dr. Beke by his brother, Mr. William 
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This new theory of the Koh-i-noor, is obviously in favour of 
our view^s, in so far as it shows that the relationship between it 
and the Mogul diamond can only he ascertained by supposing 
the one to he a })drtion of the other. The two portions^ how¬ 
ever, are unfortunately larger than the whole, forl8G+130 
carats, are equal to 31d carats, 36^ carats heavier than the Mo¬ 
gul diamond. The Persian stone, too, of 130 carats, must have 
been lieavicr before it was w'orn by the steel, and a considerable 
number of carats must have been removed by the cutting; so 
that we may estimate the difference between the great diamond 
and its two halves at nearly 50 carats, a difterence which can¬ 
not be admitted. Besides, the large flat face of the Koh-i-noor 
is one of the natural faces of the octohedron, and it is not likely 
that a diamond cutter would have cut so accurately in tliat place. 
In order to remove the objection on the ground of weight, 
Mr. James 'I'ennant, mineralogist to the Queen, lias proposed a 
new and very ingenious theory, according to wliich the Koh-i- 
noor formed part of a larger stone wdiich had been sjilit into 
three pieces by two cleavage jdanes. The original rough dia¬ 
mond of the King of Golconda, of 793 carats, he supposes to 
have been sj)lit into tlie Great i^Iogul diamond of 279 carats, 
the Koh-i-noor of 180, and a third now among the crown jewels 
of Russia, tlie weight of which he lias not been able to ascertain, 
but wdiicli must not exceed 328 carats, even if the great stone 
was split without loss. We have now before us a model ex¬ 
plaining this theory, kindly sent ns by Mr. Tennant. I'lie ori¬ 
ginal crystal is assumed to ho the regular rhombic dodecaliedron. 
The //r*/ slice is suj)j)used to be The Koh-i-noor,’' as diminished 
since it was weighed liy Tavernier. It it is cut from the dode- 
cahodron by a broad ])lano parallel' to a face of the octohedron. 
The second or inner slice next to this is also supposed to have 
been split from the Koli-i-noor, since it was seen by Tavernier, 
It is bounded \fy planes parallel to the face of the octohedron, 
and wo presume that Mr. Tennant considers this slice as that 
mentioned by Dr. Beke, as among the crown jewels of Persia. 
The third or outer slice is supposed to be the Jiussian Diamond. 
We have also before us a drawing of tlie original rhombic dodeca¬ 
hedron by the Reverend Mr. Mitchell, with separate drawings 
of the three slices, and we willingly admit that this is the only 
method by which the Mogul diamond of 279, ami the ])resent 
Koh-i-noor of 186 carats, can be placed in crystallographic re¬ 
lationship. The truth of the theory, howevei', is another matter, 
and will speedily be tested, for Mr. Tennant has wTitteii to St. 


Beke, Iftte Culmiel of Engineers in tlio Persian service, who took part In the KIjo- 
rns»in campaign. 
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Petersbur^li for the wei^jlit and form of the Russian diamond, 
and the Persian Ambassador, Sheffeo Khan, has kindly written 
to Persia for models of tlie royal diamond for onr information. 
If the weights and planes of cleavage thus obtained are recon¬ 
cilable with Mr. Tennant’s theory, the coincidence, like many 
other coincidences, will be a very remarkable one; but, like 
the facts of clairvoyance and other apparently sujicrnatural 
events, we never can regard it as anything but a coincidence. 
\Vc have the highest evidence that the great rough diamond of 
carats was never cut in pieces, but ground down to 275) 
carats; aiul when we consider that Tavernier himself knew 
Mirgimola personally, and even visited him,- tliat ho learned the 
facts of the grinding down of the diamond, and of the fining t)f 
the diamond cutter for doing this, not from tradition, but from 
the parties who were presentj and who had no possible motive to 
ileceivc him, wo must receive his testimony as overbearing any 
evidence of a physical kind. 

It is obvious, we think, from the facts submittcil to the reader, 
tliat there is no satisfactory evidence that the diamond of 275) 
carats, either in its unity or in its twin condition, came into the 
possession of Shah Shuja. We are willing, however, to believe 
the prevailing tradition, that lie did possess citlier the original 
stone weighed hy Tavernier, or the present Koh-i-noor, or l)oth. 
*lt .seems quite certain that the latter is the diamond which he 
surrendered to Runjeet Sing, and it has been confidently as¬ 
serted by many gentlemen from Jndia, that the Mogul diamond 
is still in that country; and if this is true, we have no means of 
ascertaining if it was ever In the hands of the (Jalml family, or 
if it was retained by Shah Shuja wdien he presented an inferior 
one to ^he Lion of the Punjaub. There Imve been different ac¬ 
counts of the way in which this valuable gem came into the 
hands of Runjeet. The following account given by Dr. Wilson 
is probably tlie most correct. • 


“ When Shah Shuja was driven from Kabul, he became the nominal 
guest and actual prisoner of liunjit Sing, who spared neither oppor¬ 
tunity nor menace, until, in 1813, he compelled the fugitive monarch 
to resign the precious gem, presenting him on the occasion, it is said, 
with a lakh and 25,000 rupees, or about £12,000 sterling. Accord¬ 
ing to Shah Shuja’s own account, liowcver, he assigned to him tlie 
revenues of three villages, not one rupee of which he ever realized. 
Runjit was highly elated by the acquisition of the diamond, and wore 
it as an armlet at all public festivals. When he was dying, an 
attempt was made by persons pbout him to persuade him to make 
the diamond a present to Jagannath, and it is said he intimated, by 
an inclination of his head, his assent. The treasurer, however, in 
whose charge it was, refused to give it up without some better 
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warrant, and Runjit dying before a written order could be signed by 
him, the Koh-i-noor was preserved for a while for his successors. It 
was occasionally worn by Kliurruk Sing and Sliir Sing. After the 
murder of the lattcf, it remained in the Lahore Treasury until the 
auperccssion of Dhulip Sing, and the annexation of the Punjab by 
the Britisli Govcrninentj when the civil authorities took possession of 
the Lahore Treasury, under the stipulation previously made, that all 
the property of the State should be confiscated to the East India 
Company, in part payment of the debt due by the Lahore govern¬ 
ment, and of the expenses of the war. It was at the same time stipu¬ 
lated that the Koh-i-noor should be surrendered to the Queen of 
England- 'fhe diamond was conveyed to Bombay by Governor- 
General the Earl of Dalhousie, whom ill health had compelled to 
repair to the coast, and was thus given in charge to Lieut.-Col. 
Mackeson, C.B., and Capt. T. Ramsay, the Military Secretary to the 
Governor-General, to take to England. These officers embarked on 
board Her Migesty’s steam-ship Medea, and left Bornbuy on the 6th 
of April 1850. They arrived at Tortsmouth on the 30th of Juno, 
and two days afterwards relinquished their charge to the chairman 
and deputy-chairman of the Court of Directors, by whom, in company 
with the President of the Board of Control, the Koh-i-noor was 
delivered to Her Majesty on the 3d of July —-an appropriate and 
honourable close to its eventful career.” 

The history of the Koh-i-noor, since it came into the posses¬ 
sion of Her Majesty, is known to most of our readers. It was ' 
seen by thousands at the Great Exhibition, but owing to tlic 
manner in which it was cut, and to the great breadth of light which 
was ijicident nj)on its facets from the glass roof of the Crystal 
Palace, it exhibited less lustre and fewer colours than its glass 
models. But wdien fifteen or sixteen gas lights were placed be¬ 
hind it, which w'asdone upon our recxmimendation, it threw out 
the most brilliant flashes of coloured light, which delighted those 
who took the trouble of moving their head into different posi¬ 
tions in order to Catch the refracted pencils which corresjionded 
to the differtmt jets of light by which it was shewn. 

As the Koh-i-noor in the state in which it reached England 
was of no value as an ornamental gem, it was Her Majesty’s 
wish to have it recut into such a form as would display its in¬ 
trinsic beauty, and make it a true ornament. After consult¬ 
ing persons qualified to give an opinion respecting the best fonn 
to be given to it, it was entrusted to Mr. Garrard the Crown 
jeweller, who by a process of cutting which we shall by and by 
flescribe, lias rendered it one of the finest ornamental diamonds 
which exists in P]urope. 

As the origin and growth of the diamond is one of the most 
perplexing and interesting questions in modern science. Sir 
j)avid Brewster, who had devoted much tftne to the study of^thc 
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structure and properties of that body, was anxious to examine 
such a larp;e mass as the Koli-i-noor, before it was reduced in 
size, and unfitted for examination by the new form which was 
to be given it. Having been consulted by Ilis Royal Highness 
Prince Albert respecting the form into which it should be cut, 
he received permission to examine it in its entire state; and in 
u future part of this Article we shall give a brief account of tljc 
experiments which lie made, and of the views to which they 
conducted him. 


The next diamond which claims our attention 


is the Pitt or 


Regent Diamond, which, in its rough state, as brought from 
Ciolconda, weighed 410 carats, and I3()J when cut. It was nur- 
chased by Thomas Pitt, wheji governor of Fort-George, Waciras, 
in December 1701, who states tliat when it w^as brought to him 
as a large rough stone it weighed o05 mangelins, or nearly 420 
carats, reckoning a mangelin equal to carats. lie paid fur it 
48,000 j>agodas, or £20,400, reckoning the pagoda at Ss. 6d, 
It was cut into a fine brilliant, in the shape of an obtuse quad¬ 
rangle, one inch and two lines long, one inch one and a-Jialf 
lines broad, and ten lines thick. The cutting of it occuj)ied two 
years, and the expense thus incurred was, according to one ac¬ 
count, X3GGG, and others, £5000,* It was purchased in 1717, 
in tlie minority of Louis XV., by the Duke of Orleans, when 
• Regent of France, and thus got the name of tlie Regent Dia- 
niond. This diamond is allowed to be the finest in the world, 


(though not the largest,) in beauty of form and in the j)urity oi 
its water. JefiVics informs us that it lias only one small foul 
speck in it, w'hich cannot be seen when the stone is set, Ihe 
Kings of France wore tliis diamond in their liats, and Napoleon 
had it fixed in the jiommcl of his sword; but it was subsequently 
transfei'red to the French crown, where it presides over 5o00 of 
the finest brilliants, weighing together 17^8 carats, and 9G of 
the most perfect sapphires, weighing 711 cattiits. The crown 
was made by M. Pabst, a native of Germany, and jeweller to 
the King. According to Patrin this diamond was carried to 
Berlin, which corrcs[)onds with a report mentioned by Mr. 
Murray, that ^Gt was played with such success before the king 
of Prussia, by the wily Sieyes, as to produce for the service of 
France 40,000 horses with their equipments ” Mr. Murray was 
also informed that Charles X. tried to carry it oft*, and “ that it 
W'as taken from his person on leaving France.” According to 
one statement, it was valued in 1791, by a commission of jewel¬ 
lers, at twelve millions of livres; and according to a MS. now 
* * * 


* The and awuviuluig tti iicKrlv ivo-third‘< ot" tlu; uHguial Ktoue, 

V C1'«J ^a{ued at iicarK j£Bd00. 
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before ns, nt £4a8,333, which is nearly the amount of twelve 
million of livres. 

The next diainorul in point of size and beauty is that of tlie 
Rajah of Mattan, in IJonn'O, which we have already mentioned 
in our account of the diamond mines of that island. It was, 
accordinff to Sir Stamford Raffles, found about the close {)( tlie 
last century, by a Dayak, and claimed as a droit of royalty by 
Guru Layo, the sultan of the country, but was handed over to 
the Pan^eran of Landak, whose bi‘other having got possession 
of it, gave it as a bribe to the Sultan of Succadana, in ordt-r 
that he might bo ])laced on the throne of Landak. The lawful 
prince, however, having fled to Bantam, by the aid of tlie prince 
of that country and the Dutch, he succeeded in regaining posses¬ 
sion of his district, and nearly destroyed Succatlana. Sir Stam¬ 
ford Raffles adds, that it has remained an heir-loom in the 
family for four descents, and is almost the only appendage of 
royalty now remaining.* The Jfattan diamond is said to he of 
the finest water, and to weigh 367 carats.f (Sir Stamford Raf¬ 
fles says that it was wiciU when lie wrote, but since it is now 
cut, (as we infer from a drawing of its superficies, in which the 
facets are |)laced with great symmetry and beauty,) we liave no 
means of ascertaining how much it may have been reduced 
In weight. Many years ago the Governor of Batavia was anxi¬ 
ous to purcliasc it. lie sent Mr. Stewart to IJorneo, to ofler for 
it to the Rajah 100,000 dollars, two large war-brigs, with their 
guns and ammunition, and a largo quantity of powder and shot. 
But as the fortunes of the family arc believed to depeml upon 
the possession of the diamond, and as the ]Mala\ s reganl it as 
post^cssing the miraculous power of curing all kinds of diseases 
by means of the water in which the. diamonds are dipped, the 
liujah refused to deprive the family of so rich an inheritance, and 
his people of so valuable a medicine. 

Though an inferior stone, the one next in weight to the jire- 
ceding is the largest table diamond in the world. It weighs 
242 carats and o-lGths. Tavernier saw it at Golconda in 1642, 
and siivs that it was the biggest he ever sa\v in his life in a 
mercliant’s hands/' It was valued at 500,000 rufiees, or 750,000 
livres, lie ottered 400,000 rupees for it, but could not get it at 
that price. In a MS, before us, it is said to be remarkable for 
Jts purity, but inferior in shape, regular cut, and brilliancy, to 
the stones already mentioned. It is of a rectangular form, with 
one of its angles cut off*. Its length is two inches, its breadth one 
inch and one line, and its thickness three lines only. Its upper 
surface has four facets, one on each edge, and it is quite flat be- 


* Jfistory of Javn, vol, i. p. 266 


f Memoirs of the Batavian Society. 
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low. Hence, as the writer of tlie MS, observes, it has no hotter 
appearance than a piece of the ]>urest rock crystal. It was sold, 
he adds, for £4000, but lie docs not say to whom, and \\(^ 
have not been able to discover its purclirf^er or its present 
locality. 

The next largest diamond is one which belongs to the king of 
Persia. Its weight, as we Jearn from the Persian ambassador, 
is 232 carats, and it is kno wn by the name of the Deria-i-rwor^ 
or the Sea of ./.it/hL In tlie Hast India Company’s ofKce in 
Leadenludl Street, there is a portrait of the king of Persia, the 
grandfather of the jirosent king, in which the Deria-i-noor may 
be seen placed on liis right arm. 

The great diamond in the sceptre of the Emperor of Russia, 
which has been called theEffinghaindiainoml,was brought to Eng¬ 
land by the Earl of Effingham while Governor-General of India. 
We cannot discover liow it left England, but it is said to have 
been pnndiased by a Jew for £17,000 or £18,000. After liav- 
ing fre(|uenlly changed hands it came into tlie possession of a 
Greek mcrcliant, Gregory Sufiras, (another account says an 
American mcrcliant named Luzauf,) from whom it was pur¬ 
chased by Prince Orlotl' for tlie Empress Catherine of Russia, 
who gave for it £84,500, and an annuity of £3(500, together 
with a patent of nobility. It now adorns the imperial sceptre of 
•Russia, being placed immediately beneath tlic golden eagle 
which surmounts it. This diamond was one of the eyes of an 
idol of Malabar, called Scherinyham, A French grenadier who 
liad deserted from the Indian service contrived to become one of 
the inferior priests of the itlol, and having secreted liimself in 
the temple, he stole its diamond eye. IIo then w*cnt to the 
EngliJi cam]) at Triehinopoly, and afterwards to Madras, where 
a ship captain bought it for 20,000 rupees. Its weight is H14| 
carats. Its sliapo is a circular pyramid, with five couceiitrie 
rows of facets: At tin? top of the pyramid the liicets are sectors 
of a circle, sixteen in number, meeting in the centre or summit 
of the ])yramid. Its base forms a rhomboid, whose greatest 
length is 1 inch ami 4 linos, and its thickness 10 lines. 

Tavernier gives a drawing of a diamoml wliich ho bought at 
Ainadabad, and whicli weiglied 157:^ carats. It lias a sort of 
pear shape, with a deo]) rounded grove along its whole length, 
with seven black specks and three triangular black cavities. 
How he disposed of it is not mentioned, and where it is now we 
cannot discover. 

The fine diamond which originally belonged to the Grand 
Duke of Tuscany has been drawn by Tavernier. Its weight is 
139^ carats, and the fault of it, he says, is, that the water of it 
inclines somewhat to a citron colour. It passed into the hands 
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of the Emperor of Austria,* and is now exhibited in the imperial 
treasury at Vienna, where it attracts universal admiration. It 
is not rcjfularly cut, and has neither the proper form of a rose 
nor that of a brilliant. Its lustre and brilliancy are greatly 
increased by its star-like cut, and though tinged with a shade of 
yellow it is", from its form and weight, one of the rarest speci- 
jncns of its kiivl. It is 1 inch 2 lines long, and one inch broad. 
It is surrounded with other fine brilliants, and neatly mounted 
in a larjie sevi;j;nce. Its value is estimated at £90,000. 

The discoveiY of the Abaethe diamond in Brazil has been 
already mentioned, Mr. Mawe in one place says, that its 
weight was nearly an ounce Troy, and in another seven-eighths of 
an ounce, (105 carats,) and yet he states in the same paragraph 
what is entirely inconsistent with this weight, that it is perhufis 
tlie largest diamond in the world.” In his Treatise on Diamonds, 
published eleven years afterwards, lie repeats the statement of 
its being in the rough nearly un ounce Troy in weiglit. This dia¬ 
mond is not even mentioned by Mr. Murray; but he describes 
another diamond under tlie same name of the Abaethe diamond, 
and (!Oimects with its discovery the very same story of the three 
convicts which Mr. Mawe tells in reference to the diamond of an 
ounce Troy. Mr. Murray describes it as tlie largest in the w'orld 
—the size of an ostrich egg, and weigliing 1(!80 carats! Kome 
de LTsle in liis Treatise on Crystallographie, published in 178^1, 
says, that the most extraordinary stone which has been ob¬ 
tained from the mines of Brazil is a diamond (some jiretend that 
it is a white topaz) which tlie jireseut king of Portugal possesstvs, 
and whicli weighs 1080 carats, (e est u dire onze onces, cinq gros, 
vingt quatre grains.) Besides this diamond, which is jireserved 
rough,” he adds, this sovereign jiossesses another of less size 
but of rare beauty, which w'cigbs 215 carats, and is consequently 
one of the largest tliat is known,”! Murray mentions this 
diamond of 215icarats, under the name of the llound Brilliant 
of Portugal, which he says is extremely fine, and has been esti¬ 
mated at £888,290. Rome di‘ LTsle says that the figure and 
size of tlie great diamond of 1080 carats is given in the Journal 
(Keonomique^X and he values it at £224,000,000 sterling, where¬ 
as, according to Jeftries’ rule it should be only £5,644,800. 
Mr. Murray says, that Mr. Mawe, who liad attentively ex¬ 
amined it, informed him that he considered it to be a white 
topaz^ and not a diamond,” which we liave no doubt is true. 

The Saucy diamond, the product of the Indian mines, W'as 


^ mUmniat HUturupte trt /W?o‘fyMc tU Gchere, 28th Febniary 1775, j». 31(*. 
f Ciry»Uii1tHjrajihh. Kdiiiuii. Vol. ii, 20H. Paris, 1783. 
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brought to France by Bj^ron de Sancy, who was the French 
ambassador at Souleure. Its weight is 53^ carats, and, accord¬ 
ing to Duteiis,* cost £25,000, wliich was far below its value. 
It is what is called a brislet, that is, pear shaped, and covered 
on both sides with triangular rose facets, the effect of which 
method of cutting is to diminish greatly the value which it 
would otlierwi.sc Jiave derived from its great purity and fine 
water. The following history of it is given by Mr, Murray :— 

“ This diamond was originally brought from India, and has re¬ 
mained in France for the last four centuries. Charles the Bold, 
Duke of Burgundy, wore it in his helmet ut the battle of Nancy, near 
the Lake Moral, in vSwitzerland, in 1475, and in wliich he fell. lie 
is represented in the vignette of a MS. in the Bibliotheqnc Koyale, 
wearing in his hat that which w'as afterwards taken in his bu<r‘u\ore 
by the Swiss, after the battle of Grandison. Jt was found by a Swiss 
soldier among the spoils of the battle, and sold to a priest for a florin 
(Is. 8d.), who afterwords disposed of it for three francs (2s. Gd.) We 
subsequently, in the year 1489, trace the Sanci diamond to the pos¬ 
session of Antonio, King of Portugal, who being in want of money, 
first pledged it for 40,000 livres, and afterwards disposed of it entirely 
for the sura of 100,000 livres, to a French gentleman of the name of 
De Sanci. Nicolas Harlai de Sanci had it afterwards by succession. 
At the time of the Baron de Sunci’s embassy at Soulcure, Henry DJ. 
^requiring money to recruit Iiis forces, borrowed the diamond in order 
to pledge it for a sum of money, and it was entrusted to a confiden¬ 
tial servant who was waylaid and assassinated by a bund of robbers. 
The body, however, after some search, was found buried in u wuotl, 
and on being opened, discovered the gem, tlie servant Inuiiig swal¬ 
lowed it at the first onset. Baron de Sanci afterwards disposed of it 
to flames II. of Bngland, in 1(388, when he had escaped to France, 
and remained at St. Germains. From him it passed to Louis XIV., 
and Louis XV. wore it in Iiis hat at his ciironation. Its form is 
somowh it pear sli;q)cd, and is of the [rarest brilliancy,” 


This fine diamond lias been lately purchased 4)y (iount Demi- 
doff, the Grand Almoner of the Emi>eror of liussia, for 500,000 
rubles. 

Tlie Kusme Diamond, weighing, according to one account, 89^ 
carats, and according to another 71)^, was captured duriJig the 
Mahratta w ar in India, in the Peisluva’s baggage, by the combined 
armies under the Marquis of Hastings, It is said to have been i)rc- 
seiited by the Marquis, as from hiiiiscdf, to tlie East India Cum- 
jniny, but it was afterwards given up to form part of the Deccan 
booty. It I'cmained ten years in the possession of Rundell and 
Bridge, and was [mrchased a public sale in 1837 by Emanuel 
Brothers, for £7200, scarcely one-third of its estimated value. 


yif? I'Urrcs PrcKt'ttfCfj p. IS, 
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The Nussac dlainontl, ai!cl tlio diaiivjnd ear-rings, weighing 56 
carats, and purchased for £11,000, were sold by him to the 
Marquis of Westminster, In whose possession they now are. The 
form of tliis diamond is triangular, and it has been cut and j)o- 
lishcd so as to retain the greatest possible weight. 

The l^igott Diuniond, not now in existence, was a brilliant 
of great surface both in table and girdle,” and from its superior 
water was the finest in Europe. Its weight was 47^ carats. In 
1801 it was sold by lottery for £^50,000. It became the juo- 
perty of a young man, who sold it at a low price. It was again 
disposed ot^ and liundell and Ilridge, into whose ]iosscssion it 
afterwards caino, sold It for tho same sum to Ali Pacha, who 
always wore it in a gretm silk purse attached to his girdle. Mr. 
Murray informs us, “ that when Ali Pacha was mortally wound¬ 
ed by Resclild Paeba, lie inimediately retired to his Divan, 
and desired that liis favourite wife Vasilika should be poisoned, 
and ho gave the diamond to Cajitaiii D’Anglas, witli orders 
that it should bo crushed to powder in his jm^sence, which \vas 
forthwith done, and the beautiful gem utterly destroyed. Va¬ 
silika still lives, but the model of the diamond alone remains. 


The too obedient officer bitterly regretted his folly, and th 
destroyed diamond haunted him in his dreams for month 


e 

S 


afterwards.” 


The Vienna Rose Diamond is considered a reinarkahlo speci¬ 
men of large diamonds. It has the form of a square truncated 
at the angles. Its lengtli is I inch 3 lines, its breadth 1 inch 2 
lines, and it is very thick in the girdle. The ujiper face of the 
stone is flat, hut not rising into a crown, as is invariably the case 
in a fine regularly cut Dutch Pose Diamond. Owing to these 
imperfections, its beauty is noAV less than might be exjiected 
from a brilliant of the same size. Its weight is 96 carats, and its 
estimated value £15,000. 

In the King of Saxony's Repository at Dresdeti, called tlu' 
Clreen Vault, there is a diamond called the Saxon White liril- 


liant, of considerable size aiul great beauty. It is of the first 
water, ])erfectly transparent, and of a pleasing form. It glitters 
and sparkles with unusual brilliancy of colour. It adorns the 
insignia of the order of the Gold Fleece, and is surrounded with 
other fine brilliants. It is 1 inch and 1 line square. It weighs 
48,f carats, and from its fine shape and great ])erfection, it is said 
to have been purchased by King Augustus for £143,833. 

We have already mciitione<l the Dcria-i-noor, or the Sea of 
Lights as weighing 232 carats. . Mr. ]Murray says that its 
weight is 186, and that it is placed in a pair of bracelets valued 
at nearly a million sterling, along with theTaj-c-Mali, or Crown 
of the Moo7iy which w’eighs 146 carats. The Persian crown 



Coloured Diamomh — Mr, lIopei< Blue Diamond, 221 

contains two diamonds of^reat size and value, namely, the Sea 
of Glory,, weighing 66 carats, and valued at £34^,848, and tlie 
^fouHtain of Solendour, weighing 135 carats, and valued at 
£145,800. • 

Our limits will not permit us to describe any of the colourless 
diamonds of inferior weight and value. We must, however, call 
the attention of our readers to the most interesting coloured 
diamonds which are known to exist. The value of a diamond is 
greatly cnliajicofl if it is either blue^ or greeru Tlic yellow 
colour, wliich is not prized, passes into wine colour, arul through 
cinnamon brown into black. The pale green passes into yellowish 
green, the bluish grey into Prussian blue, and the pink into 
rose red. 

yuch of our readers as visited the Great Exhibition of 1851 
must have seen and admired tlie fine blue diamond of Mr. 
Hope which was exhibited in the gallery. To use the words of 
Mr. Hertz, this diamond is a most magnificent and rare bril¬ 
liant of a deep saj)phire blue, of the greatest i)arity, and most 
beautifully cut: it is of true ]>r()portions, not too tliick nor too 
spread. This matcliless gem combines the beautiful c<»lour of 
the sapphire with the prismatic fire and brilliancy of the diamond, 
and on account of its extraordinary colour, great size, and other 
fine qualities, it certainly may be called unique^ as wo may ])re- 
sume that tlioro exists no cabinet, nor any collection of crown 
jewels in tlic world wdiich can bt)a.st of the possession of so 
curious uiul fine u gem.”* This diamond is mounted us a 
medallion with a border of small rose diamonds, surrounded by 
twenty brilliants, of the finest water and equal size, shape, and 
cutting, and averaging one cai*at each. The weight is forty-four 
carats, anrl the price once asked for it wa^ £30,000. We are 
informed bv Mr. Tennant that Mr. Hope gave £13,000 for it, 
and that it had been several times pledged ibr a much larger 
sum, viz., £15,000, and that £16,000 had Immi lent upon it. 
Messrs. Rundell and Hrlilge regarded this as the finest blue 
diamond ever known, and Mr. Mawe on referring to it calls it 

a su])crlatively fine blue diamond, wliich may be considered 
matchloss.” 

Other three blue diamonds liuve been mentioned or described. 
One of these is a rich sky blue brilliant belonging to the crown 
jew els of Franco. It weighs G7-/fltli carats, and has been valued 
at three millions of livres: another, of a splendid blue colour, 
and of great beauty and rarity, was purchased by George IV. 
from M\\ Eliason. It weigljs 44y carats, cost £22,000, and w^as 
the principal ornament of the crown on the day of his corona- 


* Cataiogue of Mr. (JolUction^ p. 25. 
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tion. The tliinl blue iliamond, called the “ Blue Brilliant of 
Bavaria,” is in the lioyal Treasury at Munich. It is a perfectly 
regular treble* cut brilliant. Its length is one inch, its breadth 
ten lines, and its 'weight thirty-six carats. The colour varies 
from the soft velvet blue of a perfect sapphire to the colour of 
steel. It is (juitc pure, and sparkles with the higitest lustre. 
It is suiTounderi with beautiful w'hite brilliants, in the Order of 
the Golden Fleece. 

In the King of Saxony’s Green Vault at Dresden, there is a 
large green diamond, which, in point of brilliancy and purity, 
is said to surpass every other known green diamond. It is cut 
into an oblong form. Its length is one inch and one line, its 
breadth ten lines, and its weight forty carats. It is mounteil 
on a clasp, and is set round with large white brilliants. The 
price paid for this gem is kept a profound secret. 

The Vienna lioee coloured diamond is one inch long, and nine 
lines broad. It wc'ighs thirty-two carats, and has the shape of 
an obtuse oval. It is a regularly cut brilliant, and is of the 
finest rose colour and the greatest lustre. It is set in the mid¬ 
dle of a knot of white brilliants, to which the decoration of the 
cross of Maria Theresa is attached. 

Having thus given a history and description of the various 
diamond mines in different parts of the w’orKI, and of the finest 
diamonds which they have yielded, we shall now proceed to give 
a brief account of the form, the composition, the structure, and 
the origin of this singular body. 

Like all other crystallized bodies, the diamond is found in two 
different conditions, the one amorphous or shapeless, like a pebble 
water-worn, or rounded by attrition in the bod of a stream,—the 
other a geometricaj) solid of great beauty, sometimes with its 
planes or faces roundefl, as in tlie sjdieroidal diamond, and some¬ 
times with Its faces smooth and flat. These crystals are some¬ 
times composed uf two, and arc then called hemitrope or twin 
<'rystals, and sometimes of a groat number aggregated together, 
and yet the whole mass preserving the general form of a single 
crysful.t The general forms of the diamond are the cube, the 
regular octohedron, and the dodecahedron, the first with four 
faces, the second with eighty and the third with twelve. The 
second of these forms may be produced from the first, by cutting 
off all its four angles, till tlic fiices of the cube disappear, and 
the solid thus produced is the octohedron, or the primitive form 


A brilluint is ftiiiti to be treble cut when the large facets on its side are fiattmed 
or cut into two smaller facets. 

t I'lna is finely ^eeu in a apeeitnen now \ efore us, belonging to Mr. Tennant. 
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like T)iamo%\d hums mcoy^ being merely Carbon, 

of the diamond, i.e,, every diamond may be reduced by cleavatfe 
to this form. The inclination of the faces of the octohedron to 
each other is 109° 28' IG", and that of the faces of the octohedron 
to the faces of the cube, 125° 15' 52". * 

It has been long known that the diamond, unlike all mineral 
bodies whatever, consists of vegetable matter which can bo 
burned. Sir Isaac Newton had conjectured from its high 
refractive power, that the diamond was an unctuous substance 
coagulated,” and in 1(594 a diamond of nearly 8 carats was so 
volatilized by a burning glass at Florence that the pieces into 
which it broke were dissolved. The same experiment has been 
often repeated, and in our own day Sir II. Davy, with the 
Grand Duke of Tuscany’s burning glass, found that a diamond 
iTitroiiuced into a glass globe su]>plicd with oxygen, anrl kindled 
by the solar rays^ continued to burn after it was removed from 
the Focus. Carbonic acid gas was the exclusive result of the 
experiment- Sir George Mackenzie of Coid was the first person 
in this country who burned diamonds, making a free use of his 
mother’s jewels; and Ijy means of diamond powder he con¬ 
verted iron into steel. Mr. Smithson Tennant, the fonnder of 
the Smitlisonian Institution in America, volatilized a diamond 
in a gold tube with a stream of oxygen, and found that the 
oxygen gas was transformed into an equal volume of carbonie. 
^acid ijiiH, The diamond is therefore ]>ure mrhon^ and hence 
various attem])ts have been made to make artificial diamonds, 
hut hitherto without success. About tweiUy-five years ago M. 
Cagnard de la Tour announced that he had formed a diamond 
by crystallizing charcoal, I)ut M. Thenard found that the crystals 
were only scilicates,* As M. Ebelman has succeeded in making 
several minerals and gems by an artificial pj’ocess, such as per- 
owskite, glucine, rutile, s])inelle, ruby, j)eridot or chrysolite, 
and cymophanc or chrysoljcryl,t we may reasonably expect that 
the other precious stones, and the diamond itstlf, will yield to 
tile advancing science of the age.J 

In its physical properties, as well as in its commercial value, 
the diamond transcends all the other gems. It is the hardest 
of all mineral bodies, scratching zircon, sapphire, ruby, rock- 
crystal, and all the gems, and cannot be scratched by any of 
them. The specific gravity of water being 1, that of diamond 
is 3’55, that is, a cubical inch of diamond would be equal in 
weight to a little more than cubic inches of w^ator. Its 


See Edinburgh Journal of Snence^ 1827, vol. x. p. 3G9. 
f See CompUtt Rendug, &c.*1851, tom. xxxii. p. 330, 710, 713, and tom. xxxiii. 
p. 525. 

M. DesprelK, a diMinguUUed Member of the Institute of France, is specially 
occupied with this class of experiments. 
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fractive powers, that is, its power to b^end a ray of light incident 
obliquely upon its surface, is 2'4S9, that of water lieing 1*336, and 
glass 1"500; but in this respect it is surpassed by octohedrite, 
artificial Realgar and Grecnockite. [ts power of dUpersing a ray 
of white light, that is, of separating it into its component colours 
in reference to its refractive power, is only 0*038, whereas plate 
glass is 0'052, and oil of cassia 0139, so that in this respect it 
is inferior to a vast number of fluids as well as solids. It is 
a curious fact, wliich we believe has not been noticed by optical 
writers, that this inferiority of dis[)ersive power is necessary to 
the |)rodiiction of those splendid coloured refractions to which it 
owes all its value as an ornamental gem. Its high refractive 
power separates the red and bine rays more tlian a high dis- 
])ersivc does in most other hotlies, and sufficiently to give eacli 
colour of the spectrum its full force. Had its dispersive power, 
on the other hand, been greater, the colours vvouKl lia\*e been 
widely separated, and j)ro])ortionally diluted or weakened in 
intensity, and the green and blue rays would, in many of the 
most ineJinod facets, have been unable to emerge from the front 
surface of the stone. Hence the superiority of the diamond, as an 
ornamental gem, depends not only oji its high refractive power, 
wliich alone sejiarates the colours of white light to a very 
great degree, but also on its low disjiersive power wdiieh jire- 
vents them from being separated too much, and detained as it 
were within the stone, or rather, prevented from emerging from 
it after reflection. 

A part of the beauty of the diamond, but only a small part of 
it, depends upon the great quantity of white light w'hich is rc- 
Hected from the outer surface of Its facets, and gives it a sort of 
metallic or adamantine lustre. It is obvious, however, that if 
no light w'ere thus reflected, and if it all entered the stone, and 
therefore sufl'ered refraction, we should have the same quantity of 
light reflected back again in a coloured state, rather than in the 
state of white light. This property, which belongs to all bodies 
of a high refractive pow*er, of reflecting much liglit both when it 
enters and quits tliem, has tlie effect of making the most trans¬ 
parent and jierfcctly colourless specimens of diamond, that is, 
those of the purest toaiei\ as it is tcclinically expressed, less trans- 
])arent than either pure water or pure glass; because the quan¬ 
tity of light reflected from the tw'o surfaces of a plate of diamond 
is taken from tlie quantity transmitted, so that, were such a thing 
possible, a window gla/.ed with ))lates of diamond would make 
a darker room tlian one glazed witli colourless glass. 

The diamond exhibits vitreous electricity, that is, the same as 
glass by friction, and it is stated, though we have not succeeded 
in confinning the statement, that when a diamond is hold for an 
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ttistani in tha pare it a pltosji^ofeacence which 

lasts a cotisideraold titna. If is not itinn^babla that this affect 
may be prodneed by thh impression or light upon the retina, 
which continaes for the third of a second, auH that the subse* 
quent lominous appearance may be the accidental or comple> 
mentary colour in we observer's eye. ' 

We oome now to the most important part of our snl^lact, ip 
an examination of the internal structure or the diatntmd, hs com^ 
pared with that of other gems> aitd to explain some v^Onr simple 
and infallible methods of dsstingnishing the diapiond trom all 
other precious stones, and from artificial imitations of it; and 
also of distinguishing the precious stones from Sne another, and 
from the coloured glass imitations of them with which they are 
so often confounded. 

In order that the general reader may peruse these pages with 
some degree of intelligence, we may remark that, within the 
last forty years, very remarkable properties of light have been 
discovered, which enable us to study the interior structure of 
organized bodies, whether they belong to the animal, the vege¬ 
table, or the mineral world. The li^t, which puts this power 
into our hands, is called polarized Tight, and is distinguished 
from common light by peculiar properties. The light of the 
sun, and moon, and of all flames is common light; but when 
fhese lights are reflected from the surface of transparent solids 
or fluids, at angles vaiying with the nature of the body, from 60“ 
to 68“, they are by this reflection converted into polarized light. 

When w e transmit light, whether common or potarizedf through 
a piece of well annealed glass, it suflers no change, and we see no 
stnicture in the glass dimrent from what we would see if we 
looked through pure water. But if we makelheat pass through 
the glass, by placing the edge of the plate of ipass upon a heated 
iron, or it we either bend or compress the glass by mechanical 
force, its structure, or the mechanical condition«of its particles, 
will be changed. If we now transmit common light through 
the glass thus changed, the change will not be visible; but if 
we transmit polarized light through it, and again analyze that 
light by reflection from a transparent body at an angle between 
50“ and 68°, and in a plane at right angles to that in which the 
common light was reflected and polarized, the observer, looking 
through the glass, will see the most brilHant colours, indicating 
the effects of the compressing or dilating flirces, or of the con¬ 
tracting or expanding cause,—the degrees of compression or dila¬ 
tation, of contraction or ^expansion being indicated by the polours 
displayed at particular parts of the glass. In this way polarized 
light enables us to discover that certain portions of a bo<^ have 
been subject to certain Tneohaaieal ft^vies, the nature or which 

VOL. xvni. »o. XXXV. p 
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must be sought for in the circumstances under .which the body 
has been originally formed, or in which it has been subsequently 
placed. 

In applying this principle to the examination of transparent 
solids, such as gums, resins, glass, minerals, and precious stones, 
we are met with a difficulty which it is sometimes impossible to 
surmount. We can easily shape gums, resins, and glass, and 
even ordinary minerals, so as to make light pass through them, 
and exhibit, to the eye which receives it, the structure Uiey pos¬ 
sess ; but when the minerals are precious stones, either cut or 
uncut, and when we cannot shape them to transmit light, we 
must adopt a special process to obtain the same, or, in some 
cases, a much better result. 

If a solid body has the same refractive power as a fluid, or 
the same power of bending the rays of light out of their path, it 
is obvious that' if we place a fragment of the solid, such as a 
piece of broken flint-glass, through which we can see nothing, 
in a fluid of the same refractive power, such as oil of anise- 
seeds, the light will pasb from the oil into the glass, and again 
out of the ^ass into the oil without suffering any change in its 
direction. The observer will therefore see through the glass 
distinctly, and through all its various thicknesses, and he will 
even be able to reaa through what is in reality a broken and 
rugged fragment.* By this process we see what could not b<i 
seen by any other process; for if a lapidary had cut parallel 
faces upon the glass, we could only have seen through it in cer¬ 
tain directions and through certain thicknesses; whereas by the 
present method we can see through the fragment in every pos¬ 
sible direction and through every degree of thickness. 

The method no|ir described will apply to an immense number 
of transparent minerals and other bodies; but it is applicable 
only very imperfectly to the diamond, zircon, garnet, sapphire, 
and ruby, and most imperfectly to the diamond, on account of 
there being no fluids whatever whose refractive power is as high 
as that of these five precious stones, as will appear from the fol¬ 
lowing Table:— 


Solid Bodies. 

Refractive 

Power. 



Diamond, • 
Zircon, . . 

. 2-439) 

. 1-961 ^ 

No fluids of nearly the same refractive 

Garnet, . . 

. 1-815) 

power. 





Kefractive 

t 


Fluid Bodies. 

Power. 

Sapphire, 

. 1-794 

Murivte of ^timony, 

. . 1*800 


* Thi9 exp^iment was first made by Sir David Brewster, and used for mea¬ 
suring the rmiotiva power of fragments of miueraU and other bodies. 
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Solid Bodies. 

Ruby, . . 
Spinelle, 
Chrysoberyl, 
Euclasc, . . 

Topaz, . . 

Emerald, 

Aquamarine, 
Amethyst, . 
Cairngorm, 


Refractivy 

Power, 

1-794 

1-764 

1-7G0 

1'643 

1-632 

1-585 


1-585 

1-564 

1-564 


Fluid Bodies. 


Refractive 

Power, 


Sulpburet of carbon, , . . 1*678 

Oil of cassia,.1-641 

Oil of cassia diluted with oil of olives 
may be employed for all inferior de¬ 
grees of refractive power. 


It is obvious fi-om this Table that muriate^ or butter^ of anti^ 
mony may be used for sapphire, ruby, spinelle, and clirysoberyl, 
and it woxild even do for garnet. Sulphnret of carlmi would 
answer for certain minerals, and oil of casna would answer for 
ouclase, and, when diluted with oil of olives, for all the gems from 
euclase to cairngorm, and for all minerHs, &c. of inferior refrac¬ 
tive power. We have, tbci-efore, no method of looking through 
crystallized or cut diamonds with any degree of satisfaction ; 
but it is obvious that some advantage may be gained by plung- 
itig them in muriate of antimony^ or aulpJmret of earhon^ or even 
oil of cassia, lienee we are forced to study the structure of the 
diamond through flat plates or laskes, as they are called,- or 
through certain table diamonds, when we can see through faces 
slightly inclined, or wlien we can cement a prism of glass upon 
any of their faces, to refract the rays in an opposite direction, 
and jjermit them to reach the eye^as nearly as possible, colour¬ 
less, ; 

It was by the application of all these processes that Sir David 
Brewster was enabled to exhibit the remarkable optical struc¬ 
ture of the Diamond, w-liich had not previously Been the subject 
of investigation. In 1815 he examined fourteen specimens of 
diamond, and found that seven depolarized light, in virtue of an 
irregular structure which others did not possess. He suhse- 
qucntly, in the same year, examined nine diamonds, in all of 
which this irregular structure was exhibited. In one of these 
diamonds, of which he has given a drawing, there are various 
pat(-hes of a depolarizing structure, some of which are in a state 
of compression, and others of dilatation, as if a soft substance 
had been kneaded, as it were, and pressed in different directions; 
while in another specimqti thcro were three luminous bands, two 
of w^hich exhibitecl the action of a compressing, and the inter¬ 
mediate one of a dilating force. M. Biot, in commenting upon 
these experiments, gave it as his opinion that the^e effects were 
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the result of hieat or of rapid evaporation ;* but whatever was 
the cause, which this could not be, it is clear that the diamond has 
been in such a sta^e as to yield to mechanical influences which 
have not operated upon other regularly crystallized bodies— 
that is, it has been in a soft state. The truth of this opinion 
was subsequently demonstrated by new experiments pumished 
in 1835. In a diamond laske with parallel surfaces he found 
two black specks of different sizes, which, under the microscope, 

f >roved to be cavities, round which, when examined by polarized 
ight, there were four luminous wings or sectors separated by 
a black cross, and appeared a compressed structure. It was 
impossible to discover what these cavities contained, whether a 
fluid or a vapour, or a compressed gas; but they obviously con¬ 
tained something which had a mechanical energy capable of 
compressing the diamond, and it is equally obvious that the dia¬ 
mond was in a soft state when this force was exerted. These 
conclusions may startle ordinary readers ; but when they know 
that cavities containing fluids, vapours, and compressed gas 
have been discovered in topaz and othef precious stones, by Sir 
David Brewster, and the fluids, vapour, and gas actually taken 
out of them, their surprise will cease. 

Such was the state of our information respecting the interior 
structure of the diamond when the Koh-i-no^ arrived in Eng¬ 
land, and was shewn in the Great Exhibition.vAs this beautiful 
diamond had been cut, not to display its brilliaiu^lours, but mere¬ 
ly to preserve it of as great a weight as possible, it had no value 
as an ornamental gem. Her Majesty, therefore, was naturally 
desirous of having it rc-cut, and wishing to have this done in the 
best manner, and with the least loss of weight, tho opinion, of 
different individuals was taken. In a Paper read at the Geolo- 

g 'cal section of the British Association at Belfast,! Sir David 
rewster stated, that having been consulted on this point by his 
Boyal Highness Prince Albert, he expressed his anxiety to ex¬ 
amine so large a mass of diamond before it was reduced in size, 
and londered unfit for examination by tho facets with which it 
would be covered. His request was graciously granted, and he 
shcordingly examined it at Buckingham Palace with the micro¬ 
scope, and by the aid of polarized light. Its general structure 
was such as he had found in smaller diamonds, but of course 
much more bea^utifully displayed. The polarized tints produced 
j by compression were as high as the blue of the second order of 
, colours, .though in many places not higher than the white and 
; the yell^ of the first order. Near the very centre of the dia- 


* TraU^ tom. iv. p. 673. 

f See ^thertcrumj September 18th, 1852, p. 1014. 
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Interior Structure of the Koh-i-nooi\ 

mond tliere were three bl|ick apecks scarcely visible to the eye, 
but which the microscope*shewed to.be cavities surrounded with 
sectors of polarized light. These cavities were of a very irregu¬ 
lar shape, and the sectors of light partook a Ifttle of that irregu¬ 
larity. In the two smaller diamonds there were also several 
cavities with sectors of polarized light, and the same polarizing 
structure which indicates the existence of compressing and 
dilating forces. 

On one side of the Koh-i-noor there was an incision or flaw 
which was supposed to have been made to fix the setting upon 
the stone. U^n examining this caVity with the microscope. 
Sir David Brewster observed a yellow light on one part of it. 
This yellow light was supposed to come from part of the gold 
being rubbed off. As gold, how'ever, is never yellow by 
transmitted light, and as gold rubbed off by friction could 
not possibly bo transparent. Sir David had no doubt that the 
yellow matter was yellow diamond, and that it had originally 
existed in a fluid state in the cavity. Upon examining next 
day, along with Mr. Tennant, the collection of diamonds in the 
British Museum, he saw a remarkable specimen of colour¬ 
less diamond on the cleavage surface of which there grew a 
semi-octohedron of yellow diamond. Upon a narrow examina¬ 
tion he found in the edge of the specimen a cavity with the 
•extremity of which this yellow diamond was connected, and 
Ending in the other end of the cavity a portion of amorphous 
yellow diamond, ho was led to the conclusion that the semi- 
octohedron of yellow diamond had existed in a fluid state in the 
cavity, and, having been driven from the cavity, had crystallized 
upon the cleavage surface. In the Paper referred to Sir David 
remarked that he was aware that such a concl|ision made a great 
demand upon the faith of the mineralogist, but that those who had 
seen, as he had often seen, cavities of topaz filled with crystals of 
different properties, some of which were fused heat and some 
not,—who bad seen these melted crystals again crystallize and 
recover their former magnitude and shape,—who had seen the 
fluid contents of cavities boil, and throw up clouds of vapour,— 
and who had seen the fluid contents of a cavity when opened fall 
upon the surface of the specimen and change into a regular 
ciystal,—that those who had seen such results would not be un¬ 
willing to believe that there might be fluids in the cavities of 
diamonds capable of exhibiting the same phenomena. 

Desirous of gaining more information on this curious subject 
our author examined nearly pfty diamonds, which were kindly 
lent to him by Messrs. Hunt and Eoskill, and in a vast number 
of these, or almost all, he found numbers of cavities of the most 
singular forms, round which the substance of the stone was com- 
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pressed and altered in the most remarl^ble manner. Tlw shapes 
of the (Savities sometimes resembled insects and lobsters, and .the 
streaks and patches of colour in polarized light were of the most 
variegated kind. In examining the hundreds of diamonds which 
form some of the Oriental ornaments of the East India Company’s 
Museum, our author found' that all these stones contained large 
cavities, and were, in short, coarse and flawed diamonds which 
could not be cut into brilliants, or used in rings and other orna¬ 
ments. It seems indeed to be a general truth that there are com¬ 
paratively few diamonds without cavities and flaws, and that the 
diamond is a fouler stone than any other used in jewellery. 
Some diamonds, indeed, derive their black colour entirely from 
the number of cavities which they contain, and which will not 
permit any light to pass between them. What these cavities 
contain remains to be discovered. We have now before us a 
crystallized cavity in a specimen sent us by Mr. Sebastian 
Garrard, Jeweller to the Crown, but whatever it does contain 
is transparent. Berzelius informs us that there is a diamond in 
the collection Of the Countess Porlier, in which, Mr. Parrot 
says, there is "a black mass resembling coal, and which he thinks 
“ is coal which did not become crystallized into the transparent 
gem* but the most remarkable cavity we have heard of is that 
described by Tavernier in a diamond of 104 carats, which was 
so foul in the middle that nobody would buy it. “A Hollander,' 
he says, at length bought it, and, cutting it in two, found in the 
middle of it eight carats of filth like a rotten weed !” 

The process of cutting diamonds is one of great interest, and 
as the facts observed during the cutting of the Koh-i-noor are 
both new and valuable, wo have much pleasure in adding the 
following coramur^catio'n, fur which we are indebted to Mr. 
Garrard, under whose skilful care and. superintendence this im¬ 
portant operation has been so well and so safely performed. 

‘‘ The process of diamond cutting is eflected by a horizontal 
iron plate, of about ten inches in diameter, called a schyf, which 
revolves from two to three thousand times per minute. The 
diamond is fixed in a ball of lead which is fitted to an arm, one 
epd of which rests upon the table in which the plate revolves, 
and the other, at which the ball containing the diamond is fixed, 
■js pressed upon the plate by moveable weights at the discretion 
of the workman. The weights applied vary, according to the 
size of the facets intended to be cut, from two to thirty pounds. 

“ The recutting of the Koh-i-noor Diamond was commenced 
July 16, *1852, by his Grace the Ipte Duke of Wellington, and 


* Berzelius’s It&pport Antmel, 1839, p. 297. 
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the part first worked upon was tliat at which the planes P and 
P* meet, as it was necesAiy to reduce the stone at that'part to 
level the set of the stone oefore the table could be formed, the 
intention being to turrf the stone rather on ofle ^de, and to take 
the incision or flaw at E, and* the fracture at M, as the bounda¬ 
ries or sides of the girdle. The next important step taken, was 
endeavouring to remove an. incision or flaw at C, described 
by Professor Tennant and the Rev. W* Mitchell, as having been 
made for the purpose of holding the stone more firmly in its set-- 
ting, but this incision was pronounced by the cutters (after 
having cut'^into and examined it) to be a natural flaw of a yellow 
tinge, a defect often met with in small stones. This statement, 
if correct, will prove'that that part must have been an original 
plane of the Octohedron. • The next step was cutting a facet on 
the top of the stone, immediately above the last mentioned flaw: 
Here the difference in the hardness of the stone first manifested 
itself, for while cutting this facet the lapidary, noticing that the 
work did not pi'oceed so fest as before, allowed tlie diamond to 
remain on the schyf rather longer than usual, without taking it 
off to cool; the consequence of this vras, that the* diamond be¬ 
came so hot from the continued friction and greater weight aj^ 
plied, that it melted the lead in which it was fixed : fAgain, while 
cutting the same facet the schyf became so hot froritthe extreme 
• hardness of the stone, that particles of iron mixed with diamond 
powder and oil became ignited. The probable cause of the 
diamond proving so hard at this part is, that the lapidary was 
obliged to cut directly upon the point or angle at which the two 
cleavage planes meet, so that he was cutting across tlie grain of 
the stone. Another step that was tliought to be important by the 
cutters, was removing a flaw at G-. This flslw was not thought 
to be dangerous by Professor Tennant and* the Rev. W. Mit¬ 
chell, as if it was allowed to run* according to the cleavage, 
it would only take off a small piece, which it jvas necessary to 
remove in order to get the present shaue. The cutters, however, 
had an idea that it . might not take tne desired direction, and 
therefore began to cut into it from both sides, and afterwards 
directly upon it, getting rid of it in this manner. While cu^ 
ting, the stone appeared to get harder and harder the further it 
was cut into, especially just above thO flaw at A, which part be¬ 
came.so hard, that after working upon it for six hours, it was 
found impossible to proceed with the work at the usual speed, 
the schyf was then revolving at 2400 times a minute. The speed 
was then increased to 3000 times a minute, when the work gra- 


* We liave left the leitcra in the text, tliough we cannot give the diagrama to 
which they refer. 
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dually proceeded. When the back of the atone (the former top) 
Was cut, it proved to be so soft, that || facet was cut in three 
hours,, that would have occupied more than a day if the stone 
had Men as hard at this part as at the ; the stone got gra¬ 
dually harder ^afterwards, especially underneath the flaw at A, 
which part was nearly as hard as that directly above it. An 
attempt was ma<Ie to cut out the flaw at A, but it was found not 
desirable on account of its length. The flaw at N did not at all 
interfere with the cutting.” * 

We had intended to give some account of the other precious 
stones of unusual magnitude and value, such as the sapphireSf 
rubieSf emeralda, and topazes^ which have been preserved in the 
Royal Repositories of the eastern and western world; but our 
restricted limits will not permit us, and we shall therefore con¬ 
clude this article with an explanation of the methods which may 
be successfully employed in distinguishing the diamond from the 
preciou.s stones to which it has an outward resemblance, and the 
artificial pastes or gla.sses which arc made to resemble it; and 
also the methods of distinguishing all the precious stones from 
their artihciahimitations. These methods are very little known, 
and very little practised, and we think it discreditable, in an in¬ 
tellectual age like the present, that those who buy and sell and 
wear the rarest and finest jewels, should scarcely know the 
simplest rules for determining w'hether they are buying, selling,' 
or wearing pieces of coloured glass. 

When the diamond is rough and uncut it may be distin¬ 
guished from rough and uncut sapphires, rubies, topazes, cairn¬ 
gorms, amethysts, and quartz, from its giving vitreous elec¬ 
tricity by friction, while all the others give resinous electricity. 
The diamond, in it^ octohedral form,, is distinguished from the 
octohedral spinelle,‘ by tho former easily scratching the latter. 
It is distinguished from the sapphire, whether colourless or 
coloured, by the latter having a specific gravity greater than 
the former; and it is distinguished from the colourless topaz by 
the latter giving signs of electricity for several hours after it has 
been rubbed, whereas the diamond loses its electricity in a 
quarter of an hour. 

These methods are obviously suited only for the mineralogist 
and the jeweller, who have'instruments for the purpose. When 
the stones are cut and set in gold, another method must be adopted. 
The diamond and the garnet are distinguished from all other pre¬ 
cious stones, by their having only single refraction, the others hav¬ 
ing doidde refraction, or giving a double image of a taper, or small 
light, when it is viewed through their facets. By the same means 
all precious stones, except diamond, and garnet, and spinelle, are 
distinguished from artificial ones, by the former having double 
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refraction, and ^he latter only single refraction. Even when 
the precious stones are sA opaque, that is, when we cannot see 
through them, it* is easy to find whether the refraction is single 
or double, by looking into the stone at the iftiage reflected from 
the posterior facets. If any of the precious or artificial stones 
are immersed in alcohol, or even water, they lose their lustfe, 
while the diamond does not. This arises from their having an 
inferior refractive, and, consequently, reflecting power, so that 
the light reflected from tlieir facets is very small compared with 
that which comes from the diamond. On a^modifleation of this 
principle Sir David Brewster has constructed an instrument 
which he calls a Lithoscope^^ for distinguishing precious stones 
from one another, and from their imitations. It consists of a 
small glass prism, which moves round a fixed joint, so that the 
lower surface of it may be laid upon the surface, or upon a facet, 
of the stone to be examined. In this position the two surfaces 
are parallel, and the image reflected from the lower surface of 
the prism would coincide with that reflected from the surface or 
facet of the stone. A drop of oil—oil of olives, oil of aniseed, 
oil of cassia, or sulphuret of carbon, may then, according to 
circumstances, be placed between tbe prism and the facet, and 
w’hen this is done the observer turns a screw', so as to raise the 
prism a little round its joint. The effect of this is to separate the 
image of a taper, or a small luminous aperture, as given by the 
prism, from that given by the facet, and the diflerence in the 
intensity and the colour of these tw’O images is an infallible in¬ 
dication of the nature of the stone. In the case of the diamond, 
with all oils, the image reflected from its facets will be many 
more times brighter than the image reflected from the face of 
the prism,! than with any other of the precious stones, 




In perusing the preceding pages the reader cannot fa^ 
been struck with the singular nature of the substance to which 
his attention has been called. In all its characters and relations 
the diamond occupies a peculiar and a lofty place. It is the 
nionai’ch of the subterranean world :—the material divinity which 
the Pagan, the Jew, and the Christian worship wjth equal ido¬ 
latry. The sacra fames atiri, the accursed thirst for gold, is an 
inferior and less exciting passion than that with which we would 


* From a stoue, and to 80e. Thici instrument as made by Dol- 

lond, was exhibited to the British Association at Yofk in 1832. See First Re~ 
portf Ac., p. 78. 

f A well-known though generally jll-practised method of distinguishing precious 
from artiheia! stones, is to toucli them with tbe tongue. The stone being tike best 
conductor of heat, will feel cold, and the glass much lew so. The two should, 
previous to the experiment, be placed close to each other, till they have acquired 
tbe same temperature. 
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straggle for the gigantic brilliant, or scramble for its glittering 
fragments. Over this globe of ours there rules%iany a mighty 
sovereign—on its surface are many rich and powerful empires— 
many a cloud capt* tower and gorgeous palace rises above its 
plains—many a mass of gold and of silver has been wrenched from 

bowelsr-and many a gem of art has arrested the intellectual 
eye;—but more loved than Sovereigns—more prized than em¬ 
pires—more coveted than gold—more admired than the crea¬ 
tions of Bapbael, is the sparkling diamond which flashes in the 
imperial crown or adorns the royal sceptre, or adds to beauty 
its only “ foreign aid.” Nor is this an ideal appreciation of its 
rarity and worth. It is in truth the very essence of property. 
It is riches condensed and wealth secured—too small to be seen 
by the midnight burglar—too easily hid to be seized by the 
tyrant—and too quickly carried away to be wrested from the 
patriot exile, or torn from the hunted outlaw. In vain would 
the vanquished monarch strive to remove his bags of gold, or 
transport his territorial domains;—but a diamond is an empire 
made portable, with which he might purchase a better kingdom 
and mount a prouder throne. Had the treasury of Croesus been 
invested in brilliants he might have founded a nobler Lydia be¬ 
yond the reach of his Persian invader. 

It is difficult to express in words or in numbers the com¬ 
mercial value of the Diamond; but we may truly say that a 
string of Koh-i-noors, a furlong in length, would purchase the 
fee-simple of the globe, w'hile a ring engirdling the Arctic Zone 
would buy up the whole planetary sj'stein. 

A moral as w'ell as a secular lesson is read to us by the dia¬ 
mond. Like every organism of this world it bears the impress of 
dfiW^' 'The stoutert metal and the toughest gem exist by forces 

weakens*^and the elements destroy; and in that great 
catas^phe when the “ Earth and the works which are therein 
shall be burned up,” the jewel so highly prized will pass into its 
primeval cinder, while the silver and the gold will only change 
their form, and reappear perchance brighter and purer in the 
new earth which is to arise. Let us covet then the virgin gold 
and the pure silver of truth and justice, and estimate at their 
real value the glittering qualities and the dazzling possessions 
which bear so high a value in this world, but whi(3i have none 
in the next. 
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American Slavery and “ Uncle Torn a Cabin.” 


Aet. Vn.—1. Uncle Tom's Calnn, or Life atnong the Lowly, 

By Harriet Beecher Stowe. Boston^ 1852. 

2. Aunt FhilUs's Cabiuj or Southern Life as it is. By Mrs. 

Eastman. 

8. Slavery in the Southern States. By a Carolinian.* 

The ordinary office of a Eeview is to introduce a book to 
the notice of its readers. But no snch task is onrs in the present 
instance. The questiqji asked with respect to “ Uncle Tom’s 
Cabin” is not have you read it ?” but, “ what do you think of 
it ?” It is already the book of two hemispheres. The number 
of its readers is one of the chief literary and social phenomena 
of the age. Within a few months it has been more than twenty 
times reprinted. It has spread in hundreds of thousands on 
both sides of the Atlantic, and has occupied the minds and 
tongues of men more than any "other book of our time. Ordi¬ 
nary criticism has here for the present no place. We covet not 
the office of criticising a picture before which all that have eyes 
and hearts are still standing breathless as before the living 
reality. We deem it idle to tell of the author’s powers of pathos 
to those whose eyes are yet moist with the tears it has called 
forth—to speak of mastery over human passions, to those whose 
hearts are still in turn shuddering with horror, glowing with 
indignation, and melting with pity. It is not for us to wield our 
critic-rod even but as a divining-rod, to point to where trea¬ 
sures lie ; and gladly do we lay it down at the feet of the gifted 
authoress, whose highest'praise it is that we lose the recollection 
of the genius that has produced this book, in the intense power 
of its truth, appealing to ever^ human heart and conscience. 
Wc hail it as the noble work ot a noble wodian in a noble cause. 
And as a woman’s work, we hail it, not merely admiringly, but 
hopefully, as a bright omen of the speedy triumph of this noble 
cause. We remember that it was a woman, Elizabeth Heyrick, 
who wrote the pamphlet that moved the heart of Wilberforce, to 
pity, and to pray over, the wTongs of the oppressed sons of Africa, • 
and sent him forth to his life-long struggle on their behalf. We 
bid this true-hearted woman accept the omen of his success. 

One mark of genius displayed in Mrs. Stowe’s work it may 
be worth while to notice, because many of her readers are likely 
to have overlooked it, though feeling its effects. A work of 
fiction, read with more intense and more widely-spread, interest 
than any this age has seen, ij destitute of that which is the ordi¬ 
nary resource of writers of fiction—the adventures of two lovers. 


* Published ia Frater*$ Magazine, October 1852. 
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The omission of this is what hardly any writer of fiction, bad or 
good, has ever ventured on, since Shakspeare, with the single 
exception of Defoe. Not even Sir Walter Scott, not even Miss 
Austen, could venture on this omission. But it is to be found 
in two of the most powerfully interesting works that ever were 
produced— Kobinson Crusoe and Uncle Tom. 

But, as we have said, our object is not to furnish a literary 
criticism of this extraordinary book. We turn to the hideous 
social malady which roused the genius of its author, to compare 
with these awful pictures which all the c^ilized world has been 
studying for months past in a work of fiction, some specimens 
selected at random from the mass of plain but authentic docu¬ 
ments, now in our possession, illustrating the reception of her 
book in America, and more generally slave life, and the social 
position of the slaves in that country. Here we find ourselves 
so overloaded, that our chief trouble and grief is caused not by 
the diflSculty of finding facts, but by the impossibility of finding 
a place in our pages for more than a few small fragments of 
the evidence which has been recently placed in our possession. 

A preliminary word on the charge of partisanship which some 
have alleged against Mrs. Stowe. Amid all the horrors of her 
tale, and tho anguish she keeps alive in every reader, she has 
taught us to feel deep sympathy with a class of slaveholders of 
whom, in her St. Clare and Mrs. Shelby, she has furnished us 
with types. Canning is reported to have said that ‘‘ to depend 
upon the honour of another is to depend upOn his will; and to 
depend upon the will of another is to be a slave.” Now, while 
Mrs. Stowe has shown that circumstances uncontrollable by the 
slave-owner must render his honour no security at all to the 
slave, from any extremes of evil possible under the system, yet 
none can read her bobk without saying, “ there is honour among 
slaveholders.” She has fully recognised what we know to be a 
fact—the existence of many slave-owners in the South Sjates 
who care for and take pains to promote the welfare of their slaves 
—who would choose to be the victims rather than the inflictors of 
'■the cruelties she has laid bare. We know that there are many 
to whose high moral natures the system of slavery is an over¬ 
whelming burden—who having received it as a heritage from 
their fathers, feel it to be a heritage of wo, and are ready to say 
the fathers have eaten sour grapes, and the children’s teeth are 
set on edge.” Mrs. Stowe has taught us generous sympathy for 
these men, while she has revealed to us the uncontrollable neces¬ 
sities of a system which is an incubus on the moral energies of 
the western world, and deliverance from which is become a 
matter of life and death. Her book leaves the conviction that 
the evil lies in the essence of the system and not in its accidents. 



“Answers'* to Uncle Tom. 


237 


She illastrates the manner in which the most frightful sufferings 
naturally issue out of the most favourable circumstances in which 
slavery can exist. The dramatic power of the work is not more 
remarkable than the moderation, large views, and excellent sense 
of the writer. 

Amid all the tributes to this appeal of Mrs. Stowe to every 
human feeling and every Christian principle, there is, perhaps, 
no greater tribute to its power than the kind and multitude of 
answers that have issued, and are still issuing, from the uphold¬ 
ers and abettors of the slave-system, of whose horrors this 
tremendous revelation has been made. We have said that the 
power of the book lies in its truth, directed to the consciences of 
men—^and, accordingly, we find that the consciences of men are 
dealing with it as truth. And perhaps it is in its being an 
appeal to conscience, and in its being responded to as such, that 
the book stands out from the class to which it nominally belongs. 
When did an army of journalists, and novelists, and pamphleteers 
—in fact, all the legal organs of society, ever before so set them¬ 
selves in battle-array to contend against the truth of a so-called 
“ work of fiction ?” When, before, were so many pens employed 
to refute the “ wild and unreal pictures”—the “ monstrous ex¬ 
aggerations”—the “ abominable libels”—to repel the “ calumny 
and insult” of a novel ? But tho fact is, that Mrs. Stowe has told 
the truth fearlessly; and therefore is she not only answered, but 
answered wrathfully ; and should these answers not teach us to 
doubt her statements, they will, at least, teach us to estimate the 
degree of moral courage, the power of Christian principle, 
required to enable her to speak the titith in America. 

We shall first give our readers a specimen of the many 
answers to Mrs, Stowe, which we think may assist them to 
decide whether her assailants give more honourable testimony 
to the character of Southern slaveholders than she herself does. 
We give the following article at full length :-*■ 

{From the Weekly Picayune^ New Orleans, August 30, 1852.) 

“ Uncle Tom.” 

“ It is stated in Eastern papers that an experienced writer in Bos¬ 
ton is engaged in dramatizing the abolition novel, ‘ Uncle Tom's 
Cabin,’ and that it is about to be produced upon the stage in that 
city. The gross misrepresentations of the south, which have been 
propagated so extensively through the press, with the laudations of 
editors, politicians, and pious fanatics of the pulpit, are to be pre^. 
sented in tableaux, and the lies they contain acted by living libellers, 
before crowds of deluded spectetors. The stage is to be employed in 
depicting to the people*of the north the whole body of the people of 
the south, as living in a state of profligacy, cruelty, and crime— 
tyrants, who fear not God, and cruelly oppress their fellow-creatures; 
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and .the drama is thus enlisted among fhe promoters of sectional 
hatred,'a teacher and preacher of national diacordv^hose end in* 
evitably would be the disruption of the Union. How long is it sup¬ 
posed that political harmony can subsist, after the alienation of feel¬ 
ing shall have been fully established which this organized system of 
misrepresentation and insult, on one side, and the natural instincts of 
jesentment and retaliation on the other, roust create? What better 
jcnaterials can be found for mutual hatred and perpetual warfare? 
How long would men consent to live together on such terms; and 
' from a sevei'ed Union, what else can follow but open and unappeas¬ 
able hostilities, more real and more insatiate than those which, for 
hundreds of years, made France and England, divided only by a 
narrow firth, look on each other as natural enemies; and every 
individual Englishman think of a Frenchman as something he was 
bound to hate and destroy ? The tendency of all the anti-slaveiy 
'demonstrations in the north—abolition novels, abolition lectures, pic¬ 
torial abolitionism, and now the abuse of the stage to the purposes of 
calumny and insult, in aid of abolitionism—is to create a more in¬ 
tense international enmity, than could ever rage between nations of 
difierent languages and institutions. There are no feuds so deadly 
as those of disunited families; no enemies so remorseless as brothers 
who have once torn asunder all the ties and charities of kindred 
blood. 

“ It is with a shuddering thought of these consequences, which 
the folly and cupidity of the times will not see, that we read of the 
popularity, at the north, of such books as ‘ Uncle Tom’s Cabin;* 
und the attempts to give it a more effective form, by pi’esenting it on 
the stage, fixing it with all tlie arts of scenery, on the memory of 
thousands who do not read, as a true picture of life and mornls at the 
south; bringing up a new generation with the ineradicable idea that 
there is in one-half the territory of the United States, a people to 
whom the monstrous inhumanities and shameless corruptions de¬ 
scribed with so much* deplorable art by this autlioress, are familiar 
and welcome as their daily food. The success of the attempt must 
be a dreadful calapiity, the source of innumerable horrors to both 
sections and both races; and even if it should not prove to be suc¬ 
cessful, the attempt itself is a great crime, meriting universal abhor¬ 
rence. It is deplorable that a woman should be the chief instrument 
in this labour of mischief. AVe know nothing of Mrs. Harriet Beecher 
Stowe, except from her book; but there is enough in tliat to give her 
an odious notoriety. She has too much mind not to comprehend the 
wicked injustice and dangerous consequences of the distorted picture 
she has drawm of slave-life and southern morals. She knows that a 
pickire of northern society, in which the Polly Bodines, the Ann 
Hoags,, and John W. Websters, were portrayed as true representa¬ 
tives of the principles and habits of^New York or Massachusetts, 
W'ould bo as correct in material facts, as her story of planting life in 
the south; and she would no doubt feel an inexpressible disgust for 
' the yellow bound literature which should circulate such abominations. 
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But lier own task has been not a particle more honourable, nny, 
her work ought to be ranged below those in its moral purpose, and 
berself rebuked with sterner severity; because she has degraded to 
her unseemly and mischievous labours powei^ which might have 
been usefully aiid gracefully devoted to delicate and womanly com¬ 
positions. The secret of this voluntary debasement is, we fear, to be 
found in a calculation of profit most cordially masculine, in the mis¬ 
using of her thoughts for the sake of gain. The dollars with which^ 
she has been enabled to make berself rich, to buy that snug country 
place, and seat herseilf down for a life of luxurious leisure, had more 
atti*actions for hor than the love of truth, or the natural feminine 
instincts for peace. Hence she dipped her pen in the bitterest gall 
of malevolence, and has written one of the most abominable libels 
which the ago Las produced, full of all manner of calumnies and un¬ 
charitableness ; and provocative of mischief beyond her power to. 
check, if she would. Such a desecration of woman’s nature is a 
sorry and a rare sight, even in this age of feminine aspirations to 
rivalry with man in all his harshest of traits, and all his most un- 
amiable pursuits.” 

Now assuredly the writer of such a paragraph as the above 
leaves little doubt that he is very angry. He does not pretend 
to any philosophic indifference to unjust accusation, still less to 
tlie calm dignity of Christian patience under calumny. He does 
not say, Let the galled jade wince, my withers are unwrung.” 
No, he honestly says, “ We have galls, and though we have 
some grace, yet have we some revenge.” He is angry, and he. 
lets us see it. Not only to Mrs. Stowe herself does ho attribute 
heartless cruelty, shameless falsehood, and gross cupidity, but 
also to all tliose aiding her efforts, or even giving credit to her 
statements; and, according to him, the number is very great. 
Injustice to him, we are bound to mention that a similar testi¬ 
mony is borne to the character of a large proportion of the 

Northerns” by .the author of Aunt Phillis’s Cabin,” another 
of the answers to “ Uncle Tom.” Now, sup|)osing this to be 
true, or half true, it follows that in about half of the United 
States, there are very many persons mercenary, unjust, reckless, 
passionate, cruel, and merciless; and we are naturally led to 
inquire which of these qualities render the persons in wliom they 
are displayed, fit to have uncontrolled power over their fellow- 
men? And if it be established that in the Northern States 
there is a considerable proportion of persons unfit to be entrusted 
with uncontrolled power^ what warrant have we that it is not 
the same in the South f what reason have we to believe that the 
“ Southerners” are universally mild, humane, conscientious, and 
considerate? We cannot find a reason in the difference of race, 
for they are, on the whole, the same race; nor can we suppose 
a few degrees of latitude can make so great a difference of 



240 Americm Slavery and “Uncle TonCe Cabin," 


chara< 2 ter. Where then can we find any reason to trust the 
“ Southerns” while distrusting the “ Northerns,” unless, indeed, 
we are to believe that the nm-existmce of slavery can corrupt 
the morals of- a people, or its eaiistenee confer and promote moral 
elevation? < 

On the whole, we think we have reason to congratulate Mrs. 
Stowe on having at least a candid Opponent in the editor of the 
New Orleans paper. Not only by not attempting to deny does 
he admit the possibility of the occurrence of these “ outrageous 
inhumanities,” and “ shameless corruptions described with so 
much deplorable art,” but he furnishes us in the veiy same 
paper with an instance of their actual occurrence. We copy 
the paragraph;— 

“ Outrageous Cruelty—Qfach Retribution .—^The Memphis Eagle states 
that, some time since, one Matthew Rayuer, who resides in the vicinity 
of Raleigh, Tenn., had one of his negro men to run away. He ap¬ 
prehended him in Memphis, and took him home. The next day he 
commenced a cruel and flend-like punishment, and, after inflicting 
upon him hundreds of lashes, concluded by cutting off both of the 
negro’s ears close to his head. The shocking facts spread through the 
neighbourhood, and news was someway conveyed to Kayner that a 
warrant hod been issued for bis apprehension. Upon hearing this he 
immediately left the county, and arrived at the residence of a Mr. 
Beard, in Tipton county, where he died the next day, and was buried ■ 
at his residence on the 10th instant." 

There, certainly, is here strong expression of very natural 
horror; and yet we cannot but suspect that it is the cropping 
off the mans ears that has excited it, from his expectation that 
legal punishment was to follow the deed. For it is certain that 
this would not have been entailed' by any amount of mere 
flogging. Indeed, how could it ? Unless every slave against 
W'hom his master had any complaint, were brought before a 
magistrate, who ■Sihould allot the due amount, and also see it 
inflicted 1 But this would involve the master’s passing his whole 
life before the tribunal; and therefore, with all due regard for 
his valuable time, and to the claims of justice for immediate 
satisfaction, by the laws of Sooth Carolina and Louisiana, a dis¬ 
cretionary power is given to the master himself to punish his 
■slaves “ by whipping or beating with a horse-whip, cow-skin 
switch, or stick, or by ironing or impressrng.”* 

But though the paragraph states that the legal authorities did 
take cognizance of this crime so far as to issue a warrant for the 
arrest of its perpetrator, with a view, it^ is to be presumed, to 


* Laws of Carolina. Brevard^s Digest. Slaves, .543. And Digest of Loul^aiia. 
Code Noir, sect. Crimes and Punishments. Sect. 16, vol. i. 
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bring him to trial; yet we cannot be sure what the result might 
have been, or whether jAinishment would have been inflicted. 
And our doubt will not appear irrational when it is remembered 
that this occurrence took place in Memphis, & town in the State 
of Tennessee, whose slave-code actually contains a provision that 
makes the penalty of false witness to be “ a crop^ing'^ of both 
ears, with an exposure of the negro in the pillory for two hours, 
each ear being successively nailed to it for one hour, and then 
cut ofFnJ^ 

But we have other testimony besides that furnished by the 
indignation or the alarm of this New Orleans exponent of the 
minds of the Southern slaveholders, to the truthfulness of Mrs, 
Stowe’s representations of the realities of slave-life; we have 
ourselves obtained the strong testimony of a distinguished au¬ 
thor, a Barbadian by birth, and who has himself owned slaves. 
He says, (in a letter to a friend,) “ The picture of American 
slavery in Uncle Tom is not the less faithful because a stranger 
visiting the country sees so little of it; and because the general 
conduct of slave-owners may be humane. The worst cases no 
one sees. Slavery was mitigated in our West Indian Colonies 
by the small size of the islands, and the check of public opinion 
which reaches every corner. But in the remote districts of 
America, and even of Jamaica, what may and must have taken 
place when every master was a law' to himself'?” 

And this last fact enables us to reconcile the contradictory 
reports winch present the condition of the slave in such totally 
different aspects, “ Every master is a law to himself,” and ac¬ 
cording as he is humane and generous, or selfish and cruel, con¬ 
trolled or uncontrolled, by the external circumstances in which 
he is placed, so does he deal with his slaves, A friend of ours 
told ns that he was once staying in a house where a lady who 
was visiting rebuked him for saying something against slavery, 
asking whether he had ever been in the West .Indies. lie said 
“ No, but that he was intimate with many West Indians.” She 
replied, that he could not be any judge. She had spent six 
weeks in Jamaica with her friend Mr, Smith, or Mr. Jones, 
and she could testify that the slaves were w'ell treated, and very 
happy, and far better off than the poor of this countiy. The 
lady of the house, who had much sly humour, observed to her, 
“ Your friend Mr. Smith was a remarhably kind-hearted, good- 
man, was he not ?” “ Oh, yes, most singularly so.” Her audi- 

ditors exchanged glances, but left her contented with her sup¬ 
posed proof. 

Such was the good lady’s report, and we doubt not there are 

* Statute l4(w of Tenneeeeef vol. i. Flaves, p. 313. 
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many similar instances. But we are obliged to present another 
and not quite so pleasing picture of the/ negro's happiness^ under 
the beneficent rule of the absolute owner of the negro, “ body 
and soul.’' This |jictur& of human life under a slave system is 
drawn from informations sworn before the House of Commons, 
on occasion of the inquiry into the state of the West Indian 
Colonies? We would gladly spare our readers and ourselves 
the disgusting details of facts which, taken from legal docu¬ 
ments, exhibit as cruel an infliction of physical suffering as 
do those statements of Mrs. Stowe, which her milder assail¬ 
ants characterize as “ gross exaggerations,” as “ a most wild 
and unreal picture of slavery,” as ^‘imaginative sketches,” as 
“ well-seasoned horrors.” It is matter of fact, that iu the 
island of Tortola, on one plantation, during a period of three 
years, sixty negroes died from severity of punishment, and 
for that whole time but one negro died a natural death. Chil¬ 
dren of nine years old were taken up by the heels and dipped 
into tubs of water with their heads downward, kept there till 
stifled, then taken out and suffered to recover breath, when they 
were again treated in the same manner, and afterwards sus¬ 
pended from a tree with the hands tied together, and cart- 
w'hipped. In one case a child, about ten years of age, died with 
its skin almost entirely off. It had been dipped, by its master’s 
order, into a caldron of boiling liquor. Three women sus- ‘ 
pected of an attempt to jooison their mistress, had a quantity of 
boiling water poured down their throats, and after being severely 
cart-whipped, were sent chained together and in a state of en¬ 
tire nakedness to work in the fields. But we pause. There are 
other parts of this Aceldama upon which we dare not enter. 
Could it be credible by any one unacquainted with the baleful in¬ 
fluence of this system upon all who breathe its atmosphere, that 
this wretch was regarded by the people around him as a “ gen¬ 
tleman that had a ‘ comical way’ with his negroes, but was in 
the main a good man,” 

The late Sir Charle8|.Wale, when governor of an island taken 
from the French, set himself to devise plans (which were put a 
stop to by the cession of the island to France) for mitigating the 
horrors of slavery. One of the instances w'hich came under his 
notice (we speak on the best authority, and are prepared to 
• verify the facts by indubitable proofr) was that of a negro who 
had been suspended by the arms for. several weeks, until he had 
so completely lost the use of them, that he was ever after obliged, 
unless some one fed him like an infant, to take his food like a dog 
by putting down his mouth to it. ’ * 

But it may be said further, that the particular cases we have 
mentioned happened many years ago, and in an obscure island of 
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the West Indies. We will call another witness to bear his tes* 
tiinony to the state of things at this day in New Orleans. That 
witness is Dr, Howe, the friend and instructor of Laura Bridge- 
man.* In a letter from him to Mr. Charles Sumner, which we 
have read, he thus bears the testimony of an eye-witness against 
slavery: — 

“ I have passed ten days in New Orleans, not unprofitably, I trust, 
in examining the public institutions—the schools, asylums, hospitals, 
prisons, &c. With the exception of the first there is little hope of 
amelioration. T know not how much merit there may be in their 
system, but 1 do know that, in the administration of the penal code, 
there are abominations which should bring down the fate of Sodom 
upon the city. 

“ If Howard or Mrs. Fry ever discovered so ill administered a den 
of thieves as the New Orleans prison, they never described it. In 
tliG negro's apartment I saw much w^hich made mo blush that I was 
a white man, and which for a moment stirred up an evil spirit in my 
animal nature. Entering a large paved court-yard, around which 
ran galleries filled with slaves of all ages, sexes, and colours, 1 heard 
the snap of a whip, every stroke of which sounded like the sharp crack 
of a pistol. I turned my head, and beheld a sight which absolutely 
chilled me to the marrow of my bones, and gave me, for the first 
time in my life, the sensation of my hair stiffening at the roots. There 
«lay a black girl fiat upon her face on a board, her two thumbs tied, 
and fastened to one end, her feet tied and drawn tightly to the other 
end, while a strap passed over the small of her back, and fastened 
around the board, compressed her closely to it. Below the strap she 
was entirely naked. By her side, and six feet ofiP, stood a huge negro, 
with a long whip, which he applied with dreadful pow'er and wonder¬ 
ful precision. Every stroke brought away a strip of skin, which clung 
to the lash, or fell quivering on the pavement, while the blood followed 
after it. The poor creature writhed and shrieked, and in a voice 
which showed alike her fear of death and her dreadful agony, screamed 
to her master, who stood at her head, ^ Oh, spare my life; don’t cut 
my soul out!' But still fell the horrid lash ; still strip after strip pealed 
off from the skin ; gash after gash was cut in her living flesh, until it 
became a livid and bloody mass of raw and quivering muscle. 

“ It was with the greatest difficulty I refrained from springing upon 
the torturer, and arresting his lash; but alas, what could I do, but 
turn aside to hide my tears for the sufferer, and my blushes for hu¬ 
manity 1 ' 

This was in a public and regularly organized prison ; the punish¬ 
ment was one recognised and authorized by the law. But think you 
the poor wretch had committed a heinous offence, and had been con¬ 
victed thereof, and sentenced to the lash? Not at all 1 She was brought 

* Mentioned in Archbishop Whately’s of Logicf (note, pp, 19, 30, 9th 

ediUou.) 
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by her master to be whipped by the eommon ezeoatipner. without 
trial, judgu, or juiy, just at his beck or nod, for some real or sup¬ 
posed offence, or to gratify his own whim or malice. And he may 
bring her day after'day, without cause assigned, and inflict any num¬ 
ber of lashes he pleases, short of twenty-five, provided only he pays 
' the fee. Or if he choose, he may have a private whipping-board on 
his own#romise8, anil brutalise himself there. 

“ A shocking part of this horrid punishment was its publicity, as I 
have said; it was in a court-yard, surrounded by galleries; which 
were filled with coloured persons of all sezes—run-aw’ay slaves com¬ 
mitted for some crime, or slaves up for sale. Ton would naturally 
suppose they crowded forward and gazed hoiTor-stricken at the brutal 
spectacle below; but they did not; many of them hardly noticed it, 
and many W'ere entirely indifferent to it. They went on in their 
childirit pursuits, and some were laughing outright in the distant parts 
of the galleriesso low can man created in God’s image be sunk in 
brutality.” 

And now, has Mrs. Stowe exaggerated 1 Do the colours of 
hef “ most wild and unreal picture”—“ the phantoms of a pru¬ 
rient imagination” fade before the light of sober reality I The 
lieart shudders and the nerves quiver as we read her tale of tor¬ 
ture and of death; but, in the actual working of the system 
itself, there are deeper horrors which she has not unrolled, on 
that scroll like unto the Prophet’s, “ written within and without,' 
lamentations, and mourning, and woe.” Hear her own words. 
We have ourselves been favoured with the sight of a letter from 
her, and wo give the heart-words of this true-hearted woman. 
She is speaking of her book: —“ There has been hardly a 
day since it has been published that confirmatory voices have 
not come from southern slaveholders; men who have long 
waited for an opportunity to speak, and who now come out 
tojittest its truth—for, alas I they know what I know, and they 
must perceive t^at 1 know it, that the half is not told in that 
book. A book that should tell all would not be credited— it 
covld not be read. .... I have only wondered some 
moments, in the anguish of the survey, that the firm earth does 
not collapse to hide such horror from the sun!” 

But now assuming that no single instance could be proved of 
wrong suffered from this entire dependence of many men upon 
the arbitrary will of one man—and this absolute dependence is 
the essence of slavery—this surely could be no ground for the 
defence of a system under which there could bo a poasibility, 
not merely of its occurring, but of its occurring without violat¬ 
ing one essential principle of that system. “ Nephew,” said 
Algernon Sydney in prison on the night before his execution, 
“ I value not my own life a chip; but what concerns me is that 
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the law which takes away my life, may hang every one of you 
whenever it is thou^t convenient.” 

Bnt even supposing the system were such as to be quite un¬ 
exceptionable, when well administered,' and* that nothing but 
its abuses were ever deserving of censure,—are the citizens of 
the United States prepared to pass a verdict of acquittal in all 
cases, and on every kind of system, on such grounds? Are 
they prepared, for instance, to substitute for their boasted repub¬ 
lican institutions an absolute monarchy? Yet it is plain that a 
perfectly wise and good monarch would devote himself to the 
welfare of his peojne, and would most effectually promote it. 
And if so many hundred thousands of their slave-owners are 
thus qualified, (which they must be, to insure the good treatin,cnt 
of the slaves,) it would not be difficult for them to select one 
who should be thus qualified, and make him their autocrat. As 
for the atrocious cruelties of a Nero or a Domitian, they do not 
belong to the “ institution itselfthey are only the abuses of it. 

True it is that we ought to distinguish between the legitimate 
purpose—the intrinsic character—of any system, and its abuses. 
But to put out of account altogether the greater or less liability 
to abu.ses, and the greater or less enormity of them, and quietly 
to ignore every incidental evil, would be, in the ordinary con- 
cenis of life, regarded as proof of insanity. Who, for instance, 

’ would leave children at play in a room full of loaded fire-arms, 
and edge-tools, and open casks of gunpowder? Yet the tools 
were not designed to cut them, or the guns to shoot them. If 
they maim, kill, or blow up one another, these are only abuses. 
But what American, North or South, would like to be himself 
exposed to the risk of such abuses as, by their own shewing, 
slavery is liable to ? 

A writer in a late number of “ The Titnes,” finds security 
and protection for the slaves against the neglect, the reckle8.s- 
ness, the violence, and the cruelty of their owners, in the princi¬ 
ple of self-interest—because ill-treatment of them would impair 
their value. But does self-interest, we ask, avail to secure from 
man’s neglect, or his violence, or his cruelty, the brute animals 
that are Ills propert}’ ? Surely, we need only point to the daily 
police-reports, to find abundant evidence that, in the case of 
brute property, legal interposition is necessary to protect the 
horse, the donkey, the cattle, from him who on the ground of 
self-interest is the most concerned in their wellbeing. Why, 
then, should self-interest suffice to guard the negro from the 

E assions and cruelty of an qwner, in whose eye ne ranks not 
igher than his cattle ? *And what is the rage of a passionate man 
against a brute, compared with what is felt against a fellow man ? 
The following advertisement, copied verbatim by Sir Charles 
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L^ll iVom a Natchez paper, illustrate^, the spirit «ad manner in 
wnich human chattels” are disposed of in America in the 
intercourse of convnerce :— 

KIKETT KEOaOES EOB SALE. 

I have about ninety negroes just arrived from Richmond, Virgi¬ 
nia, of field hands, horse-servants, carriage-drivers, two sempstresses, 
several very fine cooks, (females,) and one very fine cook, (male.) 
One black-smith, one carpenter, and some excellent mules, and ex¬ 
cellent waggons and harness, and one very fine riding horse—all of 
which I will sell at the most reasonable prices. I have made arrange¬ 
ments in Richmond, Va., to have regular shipments every month, and 
intend to keep a good stock on hand of every description of servants 
during the season. 

'' Natchez, October ICth. John D. James." 

And in a St. Louis ]>aper, the following passage occurs in the 
account of a steamboat collision :— 

** We learn that the passengers lost all their effects; one gentleman 
in particular lost nine negroes and fourteen horses.” 

The law of South Carolina expressly declares—Slaves shall 
be deemed, taken, reputed, and adjudged, to be chattels personal 
in the hands of their masters and possessors to all intents and pur¬ 
poses whatever.” There is, moreover, a plain admission on the 
part of the Slave States Legislature, that there is nothing that 
can be indicted on a man, in this life, worse than slavery, in the 
fact that the punishment amxed to ci*imes committed by the slaves, 
is always death. Ceases of arson, theft, and burglary, which 
would bo comparatively lightly dealt with, if committed by white 
men, are all death, to the slave. But the legislature could not 
do otherwise, and this necessity is stroilgly stated in tlie follow¬ 
ing extract from “ The Cincinnati Herald— 

A negro has* committed a crime, is convicted and brought for 
sentence, and the question arises, what shall that sentence be? Shall 
he be fined ? No, for we have already robbed him of all his property, 
<—not a penny left which he can call his own. A fine, therefore, is 
out of the question. Shall we deprive him of liberty ? We have done 
that already. We have completely stripped him of every right; we 
have sacrificed them to our avarice. We cannot take away that which 
lie has not; and imprisonment to him would be a ^weet pastime, a 
relief from the burning sun of the field, a source of real enjoyment. 
We cannot punish him by imprisonment; the dungeon would be a 
sotaoe, a reward. We might separate him from his wife and chil¬ 
dren, and cause him to sulfer thus as a punishment. No wife and 
children he has; they were sold away from him long ago. His chil¬ 
dren are tom from each other, and the mother from children and hus¬ 
band both. Wo cannot make hlm^febl again on that point. Hie 
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^ound was made> but tko agonj is over now, and the medicine was 
a despair, which palsied thi heart beyond all power of feeling again. 
Shall we load him with chains? No, the marks on his wrists and 
ankles show yet, now mw and bloody, where thb fetters were, when 
he was manacled mthout a crime, when he was chained in the gang, 
to be driven as a brute. There is no punishment in chains for him. 
Can we not scourge him? No, look at his back, fresh torn as it is with 
the lash. Scourging and torture are a familiar part of daily* life with 
him. Everything but life has already, and often, been drained by the 
overseer’s scourge; and scourging, therefore, would scarcely rise in 
his judgment to the dignity of a judicial infliction, and would pro* 
duce very little mm'al cfiect. 

<< We might thrust him out of the pale of humanity, and pursue him 
and hunt him down as we would a beast of prey. That has been 
done already, more than once, and such incidents are familiar to him, 
and would present none of the terrors of novelty. That long scar on 
his cheek was where the bloodhound tore him; and that red lino along 
his head was ploughed by a rifle-shot from his pursuing muster, lie 
has been hunted already. What then can be done with one whose 
common life, whose daily experience, is so horrible, that legal inge¬ 
nuity and fiow'cr, panting for revenge, can devise nothing worse than 
what is already upon him J One thing only remains, as the editor of 
the Hei'cikl has said,— lie can he killed. Everything but death he 
suffers now. Let him he killedf' 

Such, then, is the light in which the slave is rcgai'ded by the 
slaveholder, by the laws of the country, and by a large propor¬ 
tion of its inhabitants. But still worse than this is the light in 
which the poor negro considers himself. And surely the w'orst 
feature of slavery after all, is that conscious degradation of the 
many which is inseparable from his contented acquiescence in 
being a “ chattel/^ Nor has Mrs, Stowe, in her admirable de¬ 
lineation of the negro character, omitted sotno happy touches in 
reference to this point. Eva is pleading with Topsy: 

• 

‘‘ * What does make you so bad, Topsy? Why won’t you try and be 
good? Don't you love anyhody^ Topsy?’ 

“ *Donno know nothing ’bout lovej I loves candy and sich, that’s 
all,’ said Topsy. 

“ * But you love your father and mother?’ 

“ ‘ Never had none, ye know. I telled ye that, Miss Eva.’ 

“ *Oh, I know/ said Eva sadly; ‘but hadn’t you any brother, or 
sister, or aunt, or-’ 

“ * No, none on ’em—never had nothing nor nobody,' 

“ ‘But Topsy, if you’d only try to be good, you might-* 

“ ‘ Couldn't never be nothii^* but a nigger, if I was ever so good/ 
said Topsy, ‘ If I coul^ be> skinned, and come white, Td try then/ 

“ ‘ But people can love you if you are black, Topsy. Miss Ophelia 
would love you if you were good/ 
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Topsy gi^re the short blunt laugh that was her common mode of 
expressing incredulity. 

“ * Do not you think so Y said Eva. 

“ * No, she can*t Bar me, 'cause I'm a nigger! She’d's soon have a 
- toad touch her. There can't nobody love niggers, and niggers can*t 
* do nothin'. I don't care,' said Topsy, beginning to whistle, 

* O Topsy, poor child, /love youT said Eva, with a sudden burst 
of feeling—and laying her little thin, white hand on Topsy's stoulder 
—‘ I love you, because you haven’t had any father, or mother, or 
friends; because you’ve been a poor abused child! 1 love you, and I 
want you to be good. I am vei*y unwell, Topsy, and I think I shan’t 
live a great while; and it really grieves me, to have you be so naughty. 

I wish you would try to bo good for my sake ;—^it’s only a little while 
I shall be with you.' 

“ The round keen eyes of the black child were overcast with tears; 
large bright drops rolled .heavily down, one by one, and fell on the 
little white Land. Yes, in that mompnt a ray of real belief, a ray of 
heavenly love, had penetrated the darkness of her heathen soul! She 
laid her bead down between her knees, and wept and sobbed ; while 
the beautiful child, bending over her, looked like the picture of some 
bright angel stooping to reclaim a sinner. ^ 

“ ‘ Poor Topsy 1* said Eva. * Don't you know that Jesus loves all 
alike ? Ho is just as willing to love you as me. He loves you just 
as I do,—only more, because he is better. lie will help you to be 
good, and you can go to heaven at last, and be an angel for ever, just, 
as much as if you were white. Only think of it, Topsy ! You can be 
one of those spirits bright Uncle Tom sings about.’ 

“ ‘ Oh dear Miss Eva, dear Miss Eva !’ said the child, ' 1 Ayill try, 

I will try I I never did care nothin* about it before,' 

St. Clare at this instant dropped the curtain. ^ It puts me in 
mind of mother,* ho said to Miss Ophelia. ‘ It is true what she 
told me; if we w'ant to give sight to the blind, we must be willing to 
do as Christ did—caU them to us, and put our hands on 

A similar consciousness of inferiority is apparent in some of 
Aunt ChWs little speeches. It was not in keepinjg with Mrs, 
Stowe’s object to make it more prominent. 

But still we are told on every side that the slaves are the hap¬ 
piest people in the world. The New Orleans paper says so, and 
Mrs. Eastman says so, and, indeed, almost every Anti-Aboli¬ 
tionist says so.* Slaves, we are told, like slavery. And if this 


* The ^plication of the word « happj” to slaves, suggests a circumstance re¬ 
lated by Clarkson, tXw Negro’s Friend. It occurred during tlie coarse of the 
PHrliainentary In^uiiy, previous to tiie passing of Sir William Dolben’s bill, 
brought In with a view to lessen the horrors of the middle passage, by limiting the 
number of the slave cargo iu proportion to the <tonna^e of the veasel, Tlie 
evidence offered by tlie opponents of ttie measure was wound up by the state¬ 
ment that this voyage was oue of th4 periode of the negroes* lives, and it 

was given as a proof that, when upon deck, they were in the habit of amusing 
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be meant to apply only individual instances, we are ready to 
admit it to be true. But if it bo meant to assert that such is 
the case universally, or even generally, we fcgl bound, before we 
can give our assent to the proposition, to make a few inquiries. 
What is the meaning of the countless advertisements, offering 
rewards for the apprehension of runaway slaves, to be recognised 
by marks suHicient to prove the “ happy” state they loft, and 
which they were too dull or too ungrateful to appreciate ? What 
is the meaning of certain legal provisions and enactments in the 
slave code of the States? Surely those legislators could not 
have been so fully impressed with this contentment with, not to 
say, preference for slavery, when they penfied such enactments 
as" that of Mississippi, which declares that any ))orson finding a 
fugitive negro, may seize, apprehend, and whip him on the spot 
—tliat any negro travelling without a pass is liable to be seized 
and put into jail—that the jailer sliall interrogate the prisoners, 
and write by mail to the person by them described as master; 
if the account be false, he shall give each prisoner twenty-five 
lashes—well laid on,’’and “ intei’rogate them anew,” &c.; and 
for the space of six mouths it shall be his duty “ alteniately to 
interrogate and whip as aforesaid,” What is the meaning of 
that law of South Carolina,* declaring death to be the punish¬ 
ment not only of the runaway slave, but of any person who shall 
choose to aid him in his escape? Or of that of Louisiana,? de¬ 
claring it lawful to fire m)on any slaves who do not stop when 
pursued? Or of that of Tennessee, declaring it lawful for any 
person whatsoever, and by such ways or means as he or she 
(and it is such as these that charge Mrs. Stowe with being un¬ 
feminine) shall tiiink fit to put to death any fugitive slave?”? 

Why is it that there is not anything like an admission of this 
love of slavery in the negro throughout 1:he whole legislative 
code of the system, unless he find it in the enactment which, in 
the laws of Louisiana and Tennessee, provides for the gratification 
of this very natural desire for restoration to his cherished bond- 
age, by ordering that if unreclaimed by the master, from whom 
he has escaped, he should be sold, or in that other of those mo¬ 
rally elevating edicts, w'hich decrees rewards to any citizen who 
shall apprehend the runaway ? What is the meaning of the 
provision of the Constitution of Mississippi?—“ The legislature 
shall have no power to pass laws for the emancipation of slaves, 

themselveH by But, when the witueasca caiuo to be croas-oxainiued, what 

description did they pve of the dancing ? The negroes, wlio usually lay chained 
two and two by the hands apd feetf and heavily ironed, were made, after .meals^ 
to fur exercuCf deemed so nece^Ssy to their liealtli tliat they were whipped 
if they refused to do it, and thU jumping .was what the witnesses called ** dancing.*^ 

* Brevard’s Digest, vol. fi. p. 286. 

f Brevard’s Digest of the Laws of Louisiana, Code Noir, voK i. § SS. 

i Laws of Tennessee, 1851, vol. i. p. 821. 
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without the consent of their owners, unless when the elavee ehall 
have rendered the State some distinguished service* Who can 
reconcile freedom being there offered as a fit reward for dis¬ 
tinguished service rendered to the State, with the continual as- 
*sertions that the slaves would not accept freedom if offered to 
them ? Wo think we shall scarcely be accused of pressing our 
argument too far, when we assert that we have been furnished 
with abundant proof, not only that the love of slaveiy is neither 
inherent in the negro, nor universally acquired by him, but that 
it is not considered to be so by the legislators for this Domestic 
Institution," 

This pretence, that slaves love slavery, that they are but 
coquetting with it, and want only to have a little gentle violence 
used, is like the Irish vindication in each case of the common 
crime of abduction,—“ The girl wished in her heart to be carried 
oflF, and only wanted an excuse to give her father and mother.” 
Thus, too, the French, when invading Konie, urged that the 
Komans in their hearts wished for the overthrow of the Republic, 
bat were overawed by bandits, and were glad of the coercion. 
If true, these statements only prove the consummated moral 
ruin of the victims of the system. 

But perhaps we might be better able to form some concep¬ 
tion of this “ happiness,” if we could clearly understand the 
meaning of an expression which seems a favourite one with the 
Oarolinian, whoso letter, in vindication of the slaveholders and 
Southern slavery, has just appeared in Fraser^s Magazine* It 
professes to be an answer on the part of the southern slave¬ 
holders to the nuestion, “ What do you think of Undo Tom’s 
Cabin?” In tliis pamphlet the writer speaks more than once 
of the vh medicatrix of nature corrc-cting the insufficiencies 
of legislation,” Trifly such insufficiencies" must be intended 
as Montesquieu tlius describes,—“ La loi do I’esclavage n’a 
jamais pu etre utile k Tesclave; elle est dans tons les cas centre 
lui sans jamais lui: ce qui est contraire an principe 

fondamental de toutes les socidtes.” 

According to Montesquieu, there is not merely inadequate 
provision but adverse power. But to correct these “ insuffi¬ 
ciencies of law,” the “ rts inedicatriw of natiu’o” comes in, accord¬ 
ing to the Carolinian. He had better have said that the law of the 
slave system comes in to correct nature—that is after the fashion 
of a slaveholder’s correction—to trample upon it and to crush it. 
And he might have added that it was necessaiy to the very ex¬ 
istence of slavery that law should coqio in to defend and maintain 
it. To use the eloquent language of Mr. Charles Sumner, in his 
speech on the 26th of August, in the American Senate, on the 


* Laws of Mississippi, Section ii. 
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Fa^ire Slave Billpower so peculiar and offensive, so 
hostile to reason, so repugnant to the law of nature and the inborn 
rights of man, which despoils its victims o{ the fruits of their 
labour; which substitutes concubinage &r marriage; which ab* 
rogates the relation of parent and child; which, oy a denial of 
education, abuses the intellect, prevents a true knowledge of God, 
and mnnlers the very soul; which, amidst a plausible physical 
comfort, degrades man, created in the divine image, to the level 
of a beast;—such a power, so eminent, so transcendent, so tyran¬ 
nical, so unyost, can find no place in any system of government, 
unless by virtue of positive sanction. It can spring from no 
doubtful phrases. It must be declared by unambiguous words, 
incapable of a double sense.” 'So self^vident is this, that even 
the slaveholding tribunals have seen it. Mr. Sumner quotes 
the Supreme Court of Kentucky as declaring,—“ We •view this 
as a right existing by positive law of a municipal character, with¬ 
out foundation in the law of nature or the common law.” 

The main argument of the Carolinian may be thus shortly 
stated,—“ Whatever is not evil in itself ought to be judged 
favourably and acquitted without any reference to its abuses. 
Slavery is not evil in itself; therefore it must bo judged irrespec¬ 
tive of its abuses.” We deny both premises, and for reasons 
already given. We deny the first premiss, because, though it is 
true that wo ought to distinguish between evils that are intrin¬ 
sic, and incidental evils arising from accidental abuse; and also 
true tliat we ought not to condemn at once whatever may be 
abused—for food may cause death to the intemperate ; yet to 
put out of account altogether the danger of abuses to which any¬ 
thing is liable, is an absurdity which no one would be guilty of in 
ordinary life. The tyranny of Nero was only the abuse of power 
which an absolute sovereign might have exercised for the benefit 
of his subjects. 

We also deny the second premiss, that slavery is not evil in 
itself. Slavery is an evil even when not abused, and when the 
master is kind and judicious. Even if we could find security for 
a despot, that he should exercise his despotic power benevolently, 
yet bis sway must degrade and paralyze the character of his sub¬ 
jects. For proof we need only point to the Indians under the 
rule of the Jesuits in Paraguay. 

Slavery unnaturally dissociates the ideas of labour, and of sub¬ 
sistence and enjoyment. Any clown in England talks of “ looking 
out for work,” and grieves at being “out of work”—thereby 
meaning wages. Novv the ^nost intelligent slave can have no 
such association in bis mind. But the Carolinian regards slavery 
as an excellent training. What then, we ask, is its end t Chil¬ 
dren are kept in a state of implicit submission, and compulsory 
training, on purpose that they may grow up into men fit to take 
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aaxe-of themselves; and slaves it seei^s on purpose that they 
Stay not. 

Mrs, Stowe lias perceived (what'is often overlooked)" the 
peculiar difficulty,* arising from his condition, in |?iving such 
.moral lessons to the negro as shall be consistent with slave in¬ 
stitutions. She puts the remark into the mouth of St. Clare, 
the intellectual, the rchned, the humane and generous St. Clare, 
who would have been the great and the noble but for 

“ Things incomplete and purposes betrayed, 

The saddest transits o’er truth’s mystic glass.” 


He says, “ As to honesty, the slave is kept in tliat dependent 
semi-chifdish state, that there is no making him realize the 
rights of pro|)crty, or feel that his master’s goods are not his own, 
if lie can get them. For my part, I don’t see how they can be 
honest.” Most persons would say, teach the slave that theft is 
a sin—granted, but he will deny that it is a theft. It is enemy’s 
property, and fair s[>oil. He is not a member of the community. 
It is a hostile one. 


“ Think’st thou we will not sally forth, 

To spoil the spoiler as we may, 

And from the robber rend the prey.” 

His master has stolen him, or at least is a receiver. And be 
will ask whether if you were taken prisoner by bandits, and 
either kept by them or transferred by them to othere—you 
"would, though you might be deterred by fear in some cases from 
attempting to escape, feel any scruple of conscience—any doubt 
of the —to mount their best horse and ride offl Such is 
the slave's cose. You cannot prove to him that he has not a 
fair right to anything (including himself) belonging to his mas¬ 
ter, or to any other •member of the coihmunity which is hostile 
to iiim. It is not coveting one’s neighbour’s goods to sue an¬ 
other for damageji for false imprisonment. 

It is this impossibility of reconciling moral right with the 
instit^ions of slavery, that causes the jieculiar difficulty of 
impaning moral instruction to the negro, and makes the slave¬ 
holder so averse to it.s being even attempted. Thus it is that 
most missionaries, e.\cept the Moravians, have made slaves dis¬ 
contented and rebellious. For wlien men acquire any notion of 
justice, they apply it very readily universally: and assuredly the 
negroes might well inquire why tJieir prescriptive title to traffic 
in the personal effects of their master, or to dispose of his per¬ 
son, should be one degree less in^qlate than that of the master 
to trade upon their flesh and blood. It is not quite so easy 
a matter to*’give a negro as clear ideas of the mmm and tmm 
as Mrs. Eastman’s Aunt Phillis had. “ 1 am an honest woman,” 
she says, “ and not in the habit of taking anything. I would 
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not take toy freedom.” ^We might easily shew that a similar 
difficulty stands in the way of inculcating any other moral 
precept ^ ^ 

But, how then do the Moravian missiCnaries proceed f And 
how did Paul proceed I How did he freely instruct slaves, while 
guarding his instructions against anything tending to a servile 
war? We find that Paul based his exhortations to them, as in¬ 
deed to all his Christian converts, on the duty of not raising a 
prejudice against the gospel. If re.sjiect for authority is to be 
inculcated, it is thus he urges it:—“ Let as manj' servants as are 
under the yoke count their masters worthy of all honour, that the 
name of God and his doctrine be not blasphemed.” Are honesty 
and fidelity urged ?—they are urged on the same ground: “ Not 
purloining, but shewing all good fidelity, that they may adorn 
the doctrine of God our Saviour in all things.” It has been well 
said that “ the Christian system is one whi^ substitutes sublime 
principles for exact rules.” And the apostles, while labouring 
constantly to inculcate these principles, left men who had em¬ 
braced them (as Dr. Hinds remarks in his “ History of the 
Origin of Christianity”) to rectify their institutions accordingly 
for themselves. They carefully abstained from politics—that is, 
from all direct interference with social institutions. Every poli¬ 
tical question may be made out to be somehow connccteu with 
religion ; but the apostles were not satisfied with abstaining 
from all interference with whatever had no connexion with reli¬ 
gion ; they abstained from any direct interference even with 
current politics, in the works of their Christian mission. They 
shew, by their example, that it is not the office of the Church of 
Christ to ally itself with any one party in the community; but 
rather to permeate all human society, by an indirect (often 
unconscious) influence and reconciling ^wer. But if this 
silence of the apostles on the Special and individual application 
to slavery of the principles they inculcated, btf the sanction for 
the system, as some American slaveholders maintain it is, then 
despotism is as much sanctioned by Scripture as slavery The 
American defenders of slavery will scarcely like to accept this 
conclusion from their premisses: and yet certain it is that the 
tyranny of Nero is as much sanctioned by this silence, and by 
the apostolic exhortations to “ honour the king,” as the oppres¬ 
sion of the slave. 

If, then, there be no sanction for slavery in this apostolic 
silence and submission, as regards tfae then existing institution 
of slavery, we assuredly cannot find it in the principles, the 
motives, and the examples which the New Testament sets be¬ 
fore us. We need not multiply commonplace quotations. In¬ 
deed it seems that the inconsistency of slavery with the spirit 
and general principles of Christianity was clearly seen by the 
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legislators of South Carolina tbemsel^res; for one of the first 
articles of the code organizing slavery contains a formal declara¬ 
tion, that a slave,who shall be baptized is in nowise, in virtue 
thereof, to be given his freedom.”* But the Carcfiiniair,.as tile 
. organ of the southern slaveholders, declares the sprstegi to be of 
Gm, and regards it as the five talents” committed to them, 
which it “would bo a weak and wicked prayer to ask to be 
taken from them.” Indeed, such stress do slaveholders lay 
upon the divine sanction, that it w’ould seem as if they w'ere 
such onljr in homage to reli^on. But such homage to the 
Prince of Peace—to Him wim “ the easy yoke and the light 
burden”—to Him who “ takes the lambs in his bosom, and 
gently leads those that are with young,”—such tribute pours 
foul seprn on Him, and reminds us rather of the “ purple robe,” 
and the “ reed,” and the mocking. 

But it is suggested that the relation of the slave to his master 
may even be a spring of moral elevation, generating great bless- 
ings, and becoming a relation of kindness and charity “eminently 
calculated to give rise to the Christian virtues,”—that thus the 
very spirit of Christianity may be incorporated in the actual 
system of slavery. While among the New Hnglanders the poor 
are only occasionally seen, and that chiefly by the humane Jews, 
the^ slaveholders, having the poor always with them, are in a 
position that promotes their active usefulness, at some sacrifice 
perhaps of their romantic sensibilities. Is this meant for an illus¬ 
tration of Butler’s well-known doctrine of the active and passive 
habits 1 ought not the Bishop then to have enjoined us to keep 
slaves chained to our hall-doors, in order to secure an increase 
of our “ active usefulness,” even at the expense of our romantic 
feelings ? 

-I? 

As to the argument, that slavery was from the first intended 
as the fulfilment of God’s curse upon the descendants of Canaan, 
we can only sayj that however little we may desire to feel as 
Mrs. Eastman says Aunt Phillis did under her full conviction 
of this—as if burning in Hecla, though fully submitting to the 
inevitable decree—yet we still less envy the feelings of those 
slaveholders who are content to believe themselves the fulfillers 
—the executioners—of a curse on their fellow-men. But it 
does seem a strange perversion to turn a prophecy of evil into a 
precept to commit it. On this shewing, the JPharaohs were 
obedient servants of God in evil-entreating his people, and the 

Jews were justified in their crime against Him whom they 
crucified. 

There is one point more in the Carolinian’s pamphlet which 
wo must notice. He has taken advantage of a fallacy put by 


* Laws of South Carolina, Digest ii.. Slaves, p. 210. 
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Mrs. Stowe into St. Clare’s mouth, but merely for the purpose 
of putting the slaveholdcifs most plausible argument in tW most' 
plausible way. He states that a capitalist is ^virtually a slave¬ 
owner as much as a Virginian planter, since, with the employed 
in Englan(h it is only “ work or be starved,” instead of “ work or 
be flogged.'*’ This fallacy, the slaveholder catches at, “ glad,” as 
Mrs. Stowe says, “ of any fig-leaf of covering from the intoler¬ 
able blaze of the scorn of civilized humanity.” He makes up 
his mind that “ this power that slavery gives to one man over' 
another is met with everywhere in society,” that all the actual 
misery and degradation of the slave is nothing more than what 
is to be found in ail countries, and that it is as vain to contend 
against w'hat he believes to be an absolute deci'ee of Providence, 
in regard to the constitution of society, as it is to contend 
against storms, earthquakes, and blights. He admits that the 
slave is wretched and degraded, but he takes comfort to him¬ 
self in pointing to human Beings still more debased. Indeed, 
the way this argument is pushed, would seem to imply that 
better must always mean good. But it is totally false that the 
condition of the slave is not infinitely worse than that of the 
poorest labourer in England. Indeed, it must be so, as long 
ns a position in w'hich evil is legally inevituble, is worse than 
that in which it may lawfully he avoided. If our poor are 
• effectually taught to lay by when they have good wages, not to 
marry improvidently, not to bring up their children in ignorance, 
not to join trade-unions, (a horrible slavery, but self-imposed,) 
and to guard against various other things prejudicial to their well¬ 
being and dependent upon themselves to avoid, their condition 
will indefinitely improve. No legislative restiiction sets any limit 
to that improvement. If a man be not “ straitened in himself^” 
the law of the land does not straiten him, nor does any impas¬ 
sable harrier narrow up his career. The man of the lowest grade 
in England may attain any position, not herwlitary. And in 
these days of philanthropic effort, amid many deplorable social 
evils, much effort, wise and unwise, is making to impart to our 
poor tliat knowledge, and to encourage them to the exercise 
of that forethought, which would give them self-dependence and 
self-respect. 

An American writer of a book, entitled “ England’s Glory 
and her Shame,” gives the result of his (supposed) observations 
during a “ tour in the manufacturing districts of England,” and 
draws a most appalling picture of the misery and degradation of 
the manufacturers; to the gireat consolation, no doubt, of the 
American slave-owners, who are thus left satisfied that if slavery 
is a bad thing, there la no alternative but something worse. 
Now, we happen to have ascertained, through the medium of a 
gentleman wno personally knew the author, that he never set 
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foot in Europe^ but concocted his work partly from Bla&^books^ 
aad perhaps partly from imagination. ^ 

It must, however, be added, in fairness to the author, that he 
was probably noC aware of the amount of misrepresentation 
some of these Blue-books contain. They are the Reports of the 
Evidence taken before the Committee on the Ten-hours' Bill-— 


a w*ork which too much resembled a supposed botanical exami¬ 
nation of a certain farm and garden, resulting in a collection of 
a few nettles out of one field,, and four or five thistles out of 
another, and a handful of groundsel from the garden; repre¬ 
senting these as the produce of the estate. 

But we shall place before our 
slave-laws of the South and West, and ask them to contrast 
the condition to which the slave is shut up by law in America, 
with that of the very poorest freemandn a free country. If the 
following statement does not exhibit what American slave¬ 
holders actually practise, it shew's at least what it is possible for 
them to practise, within the limit of American law. 


readers a short digest of 


1. Slavery is hereditary and perpetual, to the last moment of the 
slave’s earthly existence, and to all his descendants to the latest 
posterity^ 

2. The labour of the slave is compulsory and uncompensated; 
while the kind of labour, the amount of toil, the time allowed for 
rest, are dictated solely by the master* No bargain is made, no" 
wagesgiven. A proud despotism governs the human^brute; and even 
his covering and provender, both as to quantity and quality, depend 
entirely on the master's discretion. To use the language of Judge 
Stroud, ‘The slave is entirely under the control of bis muster—is 
unprovided with a protector—and, especially, he cannot be a witness 
or make complaint in any known mode against his muster.* 

“ 3. I'he slave beipg considered a personal chattel may be sold, or 
pledged, or leased, at the will of his master. He may be exchanged 
for marketable commodities, or taken in execution for the debts or 
taxes either of a living or dead master. Sold at auction, either indi¬ 
vidually or in lots to suit the purchaser. lie may remain with his 
family, or be separated from them for ever* 

4. Slaves can make no contracts, and hare no legal right to any 
property, real of personal* Their own honest earnings, and the lega¬ 
cies of friends, belong in point of law to their masters* 

“ 6. Neither a slave nor a free coloured person can be a witnera 
against any tohiU or free person in a court of justice, however atra- 
oious may have been the crimes they have seen him commit, if such 
testimony would be for the benefit of a slave; but they may give 
testimony a feihtv slave, or free coloured man. Even in cases 

afiecting life, if the master is to reap the advantage of it. 

“ 6* The slave may be punished at his master’s discretion—without 
trial—without any means of legal redress; whether his offence be 
■ real or imaginary ; and the master can transfer the same despotic 
power to any person or persons he may choose to appoint. 
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7. The slave is not allowed to resist any free man under any cir¬ 
cumstances; his only sufeQr consists in the fact that his may 
bring suit and recover the price of his body, in case his life is taken, 
or his limbs rendered unfit for labour. 

8. Slaves cannot redeem thpmselves, or obtain a change of mas¬ 
ters, though cruel treatment may have rendci*ed such a change neces¬ 
sary for their personal safety. 

9. The slave is entirely unprotected in his domestic relations. 

10. The laws greatly obstruct the manumission of slaves, even 
where the master is willing to enfranchise them. 

“11. The oponition of the laws tends to deprive slaves of religious 
instruction and consolation. 

“ 12. The whole power of the laws is exerted to keep slaves in a 
state of the lowest ignorance. 

“ 13- Thei*e is in this country a monstrous inequality of law and 
right. What is a trifling fault in a white man, is considered highly 
criminal in the slave; the same ofiences which cost a white man a 
few dollars only are punished in the negro with death.” 

A word, in conclusion, in reference to Uncle Tom liiinself 
and his history. If there is nothing in American law to justify 
any presumption against the truth of this picture, neither is 
there anytliing in human nature to prevent the possibilities of 
the law from being converted into reulitics of social life. Cases 
strikingly similar to Uncle Tom are not unknown, though it is 
said that Airs. Stowe in pourtraying the meekly heroic old man 
has drawn altogether on her fancy. We have been furnished 
with a case of actual occurrence, which we offer as proof that 
this exhibition of Christian principle and devotedness unto 
dcatli is not without a parallel:— 

“ In the summer of 1840,” says the editor of the Pitsbury Visitor, 
“ we were in Louisville, Ivenlut^y. As no great change has ever 
taken place in our opinion on this slavery question, we were at some 
loss then for a place to go to preaching, and used on Sabbath to walk 
out to a grave-yai'd, or into the fields, or up and down the streets in 
search of sermons. 

“ One forenoon passing a little church from whence the sound of 
singing arose, Brother Samuel, who was with us, remarked that it 
was a congregation of Methodists, and a missionary station, and that 
he had once dropped in there and beard a sermon he liked. 

“ We went in and took a seat. A plaindooking elderly man 
preached in the style usual for Methodist preachers in country places 
—all about religion—^its comforts in life, and triumphs in death. He 
insisted, with great earnestness, that it was a ‘ great thing to be a 
Christian.* Religion—it made the weak strong, and the meanest 
most honourable. To illustrate this grand truth he told an anecdote, 
ns something coming within the range of his own knowledge^ of an 
old slave who had * got religion.' His master was kind, but irreli¬ 
gious and reckless, and was withal much impressed by the earnestness 
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of bi$ servant's prayers and exhortations. But one day, one evil day, 
on &tbbath, too, this same kind master, \fas drinking, and playing 
cards with a visitor, when the conversation turned upon the religion 
of slaves. The visitoV boasted that he could ^ whip the religion out 
of any nigger in the Slate in half an hour/ The roaster, proud of 
‘possessing a rare specimen, boasted that he had one out of whom the 
religion could not be whipped. A bet was laid, and the martyr sum¬ 
moned. A fearful oath of recantation and blasphemous denial of his 
Saviour was required of the old disciple, upon pain of being whipped 
to death. The answer was^ ‘ Bless de Lord, Massa, I can*t.* Threats, 
oaths, entreaties, and noise were tried, but he fell on his knees, and 
holding up his hands, pleaded, ‘ Bless de Lord, Massa, 1 can*t. Jesus, 
he die for me. Massa, please Ma^a, I can’t.^ The executioner sum¬ 
moned bis aids, the old man was tied up, and the whipping com¬ 
menced ; but the shrieks for mercy were all intermingled with prayers 
and praises—prayers for his own soul and those of his murderers. 
When fainting and revived, the terms of future freedom from punish¬ 
ment were oflered again and again ; lie put them away with the con¬ 
tinued exclamation, ‘ Jesus, he die for me ; Bless de Lord, Massa, I 
The bet was to the full value of the property endangered. 
The men were flushed with wine, and the experimenter on nigger 
religion insisted upon trying it out. Honour demanded he should 
have a fair chance to win his bet; and the old disciple died under the 
lush, blessing the Lord that Jesus had died for him! 

'Ihe preacher gave his recital with many tears, and before he was 
done we do not think there was a dry eye, except our own in the 
house. Our pulses all stood still with horror, but the speaker did not 
appear to dream that his story had any bearing against the institutions 
with which he was surrounded. 

“ We cannot remember how he said the particulars came to his 
knowledge, but think the martyr had been under his pastoral care, 
and that he got the minute from slave witnesses in ‘ love-feast.' 

“ He gave us the stpry simply to Shew what a good thing religion 
was. Of those who heard it, and the many persons there to whom 
wo related it, we fpund not one who appeared to doubt it. Any in¬ 
dignation felt and expressed was against the individual actors in the 
tragedy,” 


We are compelled by our limits, to bring this article to a 
close—not by having exhausted, or nearly exhausted, the subject. 
In fact, the most practical part of it remains behind. We shall 
perhaps return to it on some future occasion. Meantime, we 
beg to assure all really humane and Christian Americans, 
whether Northern or Southern, that we have w*ritten more in 
sorrow than in angerthat we sinperely wish their deliverance 
from the truly difficult position in whic& they are placed, and 
that we are actuated by no spirit of hostile rivalry, but have 
endeavoured to speak the truth in love. 
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Art. VIIT.—1. Twelfth General R^ort of^the Colonial Land 
and Lmiffraiion Commissioners. Presented to Parliament by 
Command, London, 1852. 

2. Practical Instructions to Boards of Guardians^ as to the 
Emigration of Poor Persons at the Cost of the Poor Rate. By 
W. G, Lumlby. London, 1852. 

3. Correspondence relating to Emigration from the Highlands and 
Islands of Scotland. Parliamentary Paper. London, 18.52. 

4. Memoir and Labours of Caroline Chisholm, London, 1852. 

Emigration is the natural method by which old countries 
are to be relieved, and new countries to be peopled ; the opera¬ 
tion designed by Providence for at once mitigating the evils of 
civilisation and eradicating those of barbarism; the mode of 
transferring the surplus wealtli and population wliicli in the 
course of time have become a burden instead of a benefit in the 
limited field of employment where they had their origin, to lands 
which need nothing but this transfer to be converted from a 
wilderness into a garden; the means of spreading over tlie globe 
those arts, those luxuries, that knowledge, that religion, those 
literary and scientific achievements, in a word, that aggregate 
of social gains which have sprung up in remote and specially 
favoured centres of human existence. To the more im])roving 
and energetic races of men, emigration from an over-crowded 
homo to emptier and more attractive quarters, is as natural and 
instinctive a movement as swarming is to bees; it is forced 
upon them by nearly the same necessity ; and, if well-timed 
and wisely conducted, is rewarded by jiretty much the same 
results, ♦ 

There probably never was a nation to which emigration on a 
great scale was more urgently suggested than tt) England in the 
middle of the nineteenth century—both by difficulties at home 
and by attractions abroad. Her population and her wealth were 
I'apidly increasing, but the field for the employment of both was 
limited ; the rate of profit was diminishing; the rate of interest 
was being reduced; all professions were overstocked ; distress, 
in one circle or another, was frequent and recurrent; and in all 
ranks “ the uneasy class” was on the increase. On the other 
hand, our colonies were clamorous for a supply of labour; they 
were boundless in extent; they embraced every variety of 
climate, from the arctic to,the tropical; they offered every 
variety of occupation to the emigrant, from the shepherd to the 
lumberer; and they promised a field to nearly every description 
of talent and activity. Above all, they assured to every one 
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the certainty of an unanxious future. ,On the one side was an 
in*ltiable demand : on the other an inexhaustible supply. 

We are not disposed to draw a gloomy picture of the condi¬ 
tion of our people. That condition on the whole has greatly 
•improved in tho last forty or fifty years. Not only has wealth 
and luxury greatly increased, but the mass of the community 
have been more than ever before participators in all those ad¬ 
vantages which enterprise and science have created. The con¬ 
sumption of luxuries has greatly augmented among all classes; 
the price of food and clothing has diminished ; locomotion has 
become immensely cheaper, more rapid, and more general; 
agriculture has improved ; and commerce and manufactures are 
still extending and generally flourishing. In the general aspect 
of the country there is unquestionably much ground for grati¬ 
tude,-and for self-congratulation. But if, descending from the 
statistical height which has given us tiiis bird’s-eye view, we 
examine the constituents of English society a little in detail, we 
are perplexed and pained by much that is exceptional or con¬ 
tradictory. The whole community seems to be afflicted with 
what the French call a sort of malaise generale; and the symp¬ 
toms of the malady are nearly uniform in each rank. The 
“ uneasy class,” as it has been aptly termed, is not a distinct 
section of the nation, but consists of a vast aggregate of contri¬ 
butions from every section. The highest and the lowest orders 
alike furnish their quota. All, in every rank, who cannot in¬ 
dulge in the common privilege of humanity, the enjoyment of 
the domestic ties, without losing their status in society—who 
can only purchase a wife and children at the cost of every 
other blessing, and who therefore shrink from the absorbing 
price—belong to tho “ unea.sy class.” • Among the aristocracy, 
those younger sons,' whose parents can bequeath to them no 
adequate income ; whom the exhaustion of the family interest, 
or the progress of popular retrenchment, cuts oft' from the old 
chances of a comfortable sinecure ; who are too poor, too proud, 
or too unenterprising for the exacting occupations of commerce ; 
who, if they enter the Church, have no fat family living to in¬ 
herit, and feel no superior capacities by which to carve their 
way to a prebend or a bishopric, who know that the army or the 
navy, though an honourable profession, is scarcely ever wealth, 
and seldom even livelihood, to any but the favoured children of 
fortune; whose talents at the bar—where they would have to 
meet the competition of rivals inured to labour, trained to 
endurance, and stimulated by actual want—would probably 
never secure them a single brief; whose only prospect, there¬ 
fore, is to vegetate on some wretched subordinate post in the 
administration, or to purchase an income by expatriation as 
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governor or secretar|' tg some cheerless and uncultured colony, 
—these are among the contributions of our nobility and gentry 
to the “ uneasy class.” The poverty and, privations of these 
unprovided scions of the great are severer than is commonly 
supposed, and their numbers are very considerable. They have 
often to live as dependents through the whole of life; they have 
to maintain the externals not only of gentility but of wealth, on 
an income barely adequate to the merest needs of high society; 
by the right and the necessity of birth they live in daily contact 
with the most enervating and enviable luxury which they must 
in a manner share and endure, yet scarcely enjoy or grasp ; and 
they are condemned to perpetual celibacy, from the curse of 
which they can only escape by the low achievement of hunting 
down an heiress. The junior branches of the other sex are little 
better off: with hundreds of them the sweet natural ties of wife 
and mother are felt, at an early age, to be almost unattainable; 
if they are beautiful they must barter their loveliness for a 
wealthy suitor; if they have few personal attractions, their pro¬ 
bable lot is either to fritter away existence in insipid distractions, 
or to wither slowly,—wretchedly virtuous—poor lay nuns, torn 
and shaken by earnest natural affections—unconsoled even by 
the sad delusions of a religious vocation—a perpetual protest 
against the great undiscovered wrong or blunder of the world. 

As we descend in the social scale the contributions to the 
“ uneasy class ” increase. All who are anxious, and with reason, 
as to their own future or that of their children, belong to it. 
The farmers, as a body, it is well known, belong to it. They 
scarcely ever accumulate property: they can seldom even hold 
their own. People with fixed money incomes have indeed, for 
many years, been rising in tho world, in consequence of the 
steady and considerable reduction which ^las taken place in the 
price of all articles. But the recent discoveries of gold make it 
questionable whether the tendency henceforth will not set in an 
opposite direction. People, too, with fixed money incomes have 
generally small incomes, and the very circumstance that these 
incomes are fixed and incapable of increase, renders their pos¬ 
sessors anxious about the future, and fearful of encountering the 
burden of a family, which they have even fewer facilities than 
others for placing out in the world. Persons, again, living on 
the interest of money, have, for a long series of years, found 
their incomes alarmingly diminished. Five per cent, used to be 
attainable where three and a half is scarcely to begot now. The 
profits of trade, too, have fallen off, pari passuy with the interest 
of money. Political economists explain to us that this must be 
80 : any one who will compare his own rate of profit with that 
which his father tantalizes him by describing as usual in his day, 
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knows that it is so. Numbers of merch^tfi, manufacturers^ and 
tradesmen belong to the uneasy class.” The year 1847 shewed 
how even the wealthiest might be reduced to poverty at a stroke. 
These classes are far more numerous than they used to be; but 
• how few among them feel any real security as to the subsistence 
or the careers of their children I How frequent and how stern 
have been the warnings against indulging in any such security ! 
Every merchant knows how difficult it is to place his son in 
first-^rate counting-houses. Every manufacturer knows how 
difficult it is to find for his son, however diligent and steady, a 
sate partnership, unless he has a large capital w^herewith to pur¬ 
chase it- “ Tho desire to establish children in the world is the 
same as ever, while the difficulty of accomplishing that object is 
much greater; since beginners in trade require a much larger 
capital than formerly to obtain the same income; unfavourable 
accidents happen as before, while bankruptcies, complete or par¬ 
tial, arb more frequent than ever. The existence, therefore, of 
all those whose incomes are derived from the employment of 
capital—except great capitalists, who can easily save out of 
diminished incomes—is a continual struggle with difficulties. 
How to make the two ends meet; which way to turn; how to 
provide for one claim without neglecting another; how to escape 
what they consider degra<latioii; how on earth to manage for 
their children ;—these are the thoughts which trouble and per¬ 
plex them. The anxious, vexed, or harassed class, would be a 
better name for them than the milder term which I liave used.”* 
The case is the same in professions: all are overstocked; in 
all there is tho same intense competition; in all there are vast 
nnmbers of disappointed votaries; in all the blanks are many 
and tho prizes few. Every year sees fresh clergymen issuing 
from college, anxionsS, and often for long years anxious in vain, 
for a miserable curacy; and reduced to support life by the most 
strenuous contrivances till they can obtain one. How many 
never got beyond a curacy ! How many pass their whole lives 
in a ceaseless struggle with embarrassment and want! How 
many are summoned down from their most aspiring dreams of 
human regeneration 

To stoop to strive with misery at the door!” 

How many find themselves unable, even by the severest labour 
and the strictest frugality, to escape debt and disgrace!—In the 
medical profession again, how few are those who grow rich in com¬ 
parison with those who remain poor*' How few are those who 
make a large income compared with those who make no income 
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at all! And how min,’|^ anxious and suffering years have been 
endured even by the most successful, at the outset of their 
career! Probably at least half of those who |iave embraced this 
profession have lived during the greater portion of life upon their 
private fortune, not on their professional gains. Diligence, skill, 
science, prudence—unless for beyond the average—are unavailing 
to secure practice or emolument. More than average opportu¬ 
nities—more than average good fortune—are needed in addition. 
The case of the bar is even more dispiriting. Here it is certain 
that only a minority actually live by their profession. The 
majority pass the best years of their life sickening in expectation 
of a brief^ though thoroughly acquainted with their profession, 
unremitting in their application, and inured to any severity of 
toil. It was, indeed, given in evidence before the Official Salaries 
Committee, which sat two years ago, that legal business was 
becoming more diffused than formerly ; and that fewer barristers 
made enormous fortunes, while a larger number were in receipt 
of moderate emoluments. Still it is notorious that not more than 
one-third of those who are annually called ever rise to live by 
their profession. The same remarks apply to the class of engi¬ 
neer, artists, literary men, and clerks; “ Two-thirds of them 
live by snatching the bread out of each other’s mouths.” The 
case of governesses speaks volumes ; and volumes of indescribable 
sadness. A vast ])roportion of them have never been intended 
or educated for their occupation, but have been reduced to it by 
the misfortunes or non-success of their families. Numbers of 
them have fallen suddenly—numbers more have sunk gradually 
—from the easy into the uneasy class. They are now to be had 
of any character, with any acquirements, on almost any terms. 
Every one who advertises is embarrassed and overwhelmed by 
the multitude of the applicants. And for what'? For the w’agcs 
of a butler or a London footman; and for a situation in some 
cases—be it said with pain and shame—mwe equivocal and 
ignominious. 

Now, in all these instances the root of the evil is identical. 
The labourers are too many for the vineyard. The hands are 
seeking for the work, instead of the work being clamorous for 
the hands to do it. For every job there are two applicants; 
and, of the two, one only can be employed and fed. Notwith¬ 
standing the vast increase in our national wealth; notwith¬ 
standing the multiplied and daily multiplying wants which our 
luxurious civilisation has engendered,—the field of employment 
is still too limited foi; the .numbers who are crowding into it. 
Hence the severity of competition ; hence the intensity of pur¬ 
suit necessary to success in any line; hence the uncertainty of 
victory even to the best-strung energies. Hence that sad aspect 
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v^hicb, amid all its more glorious feature4 English society pre¬ 
sents,—of a race of men, capable of a mgher destiny, meant for 
calmer enjoyment ^nd for nobler aims, to whom life is not a 
pilgrimage but a race,—whose whole existence, from the cradle 
to the grave, is one breathless hurry—a crush, a struggle, and a 
strife I 

Things do not brighten as we go down. The agricultural 
labourers, who may now number about a million, exclusive of 
their families, have long been in a condition which is at once a 
grief, a perplexity, and a reproach. It is not that they ore 
worse off now than formerly,*—we believe the reverse to be un¬ 
questionable—but still their state is to the last degree unsatis¬ 
factory ; and has been so, time out of mind. In some counties 
they are more prosperous and better paid than in others: 
generally speaking, their position deteriorates in proportion as 
agriculture is the only occupation of the district. Tlie labourers 
are butter off in the north than in the south. In Lancashire, 
Yorkshire, Cumberland, and Westmoreland, they have in 
ordinary times not much to complain of. In Dorsetshire and 
Devonshire they seem to be permanently wretched. In Leices¬ 
tershire and Lincolnshire the wages are often regular and am¬ 
ple : in Buckinghamshire and Bedfordshire, they are seldom 
such as adequately to support life. But as a whole it is, we 
fear, indisputable that the usual earnings of the rural day- 
labourer are not sufficient to provide his family with food, cloth¬ 
ing, and habitation, of fitting kind and quantity; life is spent in 
“ the hard struggle of living,”—a struggle successful or unsuc¬ 
cessful, as the case may bo; but on either supposition, leaving 
no leisure for enjoyment or improvement, and offering no possi¬ 
bility of rising; on either supposition, scarcely an existence 
suitable for men with intellects, souls, and human affections,— 
scarcely an existence which we can bear to regard as the normal 
and inevitable one for large classes of our countrymen. 

If from rural we turn to artisan life, we find evils of a differ¬ 
ent, but scarcely less lamentable sort. As a rule, the employed 
artisans are in receipt of earnings which, rightly spent, might 
support them in comfort, raise them above want, provide for the 
future, and often elevate them into the class of capitalists. But 
great numbers of them—perhaps the majority—are reckless and 
wasteful: they make no provision for future vicissitudes; and 


* III the whole of this picture it must be home in mind that we are describing 
the English coAimunity, not precisely as it.presei^ts itself to our observation in 
this autumn of 1852, when emigration, free trade, and a succession of good har- 
Tests, have combined to place all classes—especially the labourei's—for the time, 

in a condition c«f unuAnikl comfort and pi'OAperity : wc are delineating England as 
it averaged in the aggregate from 1840 to 1850. 
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when reverses come, khey are as destitute as if they had never 
known what wealth w^s. The people engaged in the iron 
works of Wales and Monmouthshire, in the ^hardware trades of 
Birmingham and its vicinity, and in the manufacture of Lan¬ 
cashire and Cheshire, are specimens of this class. Others, 
again, as the handloom weavers of Lancashire, Paisley, and 
Spitaitields, are either always or periodically in distress; their 
numbers are greater than the regular demand for their produc¬ 
tions can support; sometimes they can find no employment; at 
other times they are compelled to work excessive hours in order 
to scrape together wages adequate for their subsistence. There 
are some localities (as in Leicestershire for example) where 
distress has arisen from the dying out or the rejnoval of a once 
lucrative trade. But throughout a great body of the artisan 
population, the complaint—made less by them than for them; 
true to a great extent, but to a great extent also self-caused—is 
the same: their toil is so incessant and severe, as to leave no 
time nor wish for anything but sleep, and to render their life an 
alarming approximation to that of the brutes that perish. 

There is yet another class, of whose condition fearful pictures 
have of late been laid before the world—the distressed work¬ 
people of lai’ge towns—the distressed needlewomen; the dis¬ 
tressed tailors; the distressed bootmakers, and others, wlio, in 
the very midst of wealth, are said to be in destitution and 
squalor inde.scribable; in the midst of freedom to be actually 
and physically in bondage as savage and inescapable as that of 
the American negro. These classes are said to number some 
thousands in the metropolis alone; and their sufferings and 
privations to be such as can scarcely be credited in a civilized 
and Christian country. Nor, whatever may bo our opinion as 
to the causes of their wretchedness, or Jhe undue colouring 
thrown over it, can we refuse to believe in the general fact of 
its existence. • 

There was enough, one would have thought, in such a state of 
things as we have described, to induce whole swarms of our 
countrymen to leave the old world, where they were so anxious 
and so wretched, and flock to those more favoured scenes where 
a cordial welcome awaited them, and where at least they might 
feel secure of ample subsistence and an improving future. But 
many difficulties and determents stood in the way. The edu¬ 
cated and refined classes, painful and anomalous as was often 
their position here, shrunk,from leaving behind them all the 
elegancies of polished fife, all the amenities of cultivated sociefy, 
and plunging into scenes where success, must be purcba.sed by 
unremitting toil and frequent and cheerless isolation; where 
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the gentleman and the labourer were nLarly on a level, and 
sometimes the latter had even the advantage; and where those, 
who in England l^ad belonged to the ruling class, would often 
find themselves at the mercy and under the control of meddling 
and vulgar officials. The industrious classes, whose education 
had taught them little of any country but their own, were alarmed 
at the length of the voyage, and the distance of the colony, and 
had formed exaggerated notions of the dangers and embarrass¬ 
ments wdiich attend the emigrant life—of the contest with 
savage nature and savage men. The destitute did not know 
how to go, and for many years no arrangements were made to 
facilitate their transfer. Emigration therefore proceeded but 
slowly, though at an increasing rate: some new and extraor¬ 
dinary stimulants were wanting to give an impulse to the 
movement adequate to the requirements of the case. These 
stimulants Providence sent, in the famine in Ireland and the 
Highlands, and the gold discoveries in Australia. The effect of 
these in giving vigour and expansion to the previously languid 
exodus from our shores, may oe seen from the following table, 
from which it appears that in twenty-two years, from 1825 to 
1846 inclusive, the emigration from the United Kingdom was 
only 1,480,000, or about 67,300 yearly, whereas in the five 
years i'rom 1847 to 1851, it has been 1,422,670, or more than 
284,500 per annum,* 


* England is not the only country which is relieving herself largely of her sur¬ 
plus population. The emigration from Germany is at the present moment, and has 
been for some years, most extensive and systematic. The Germans emigrate 
mainly to the United States, and go in whole villages and communities at once, 
taking their clergymen with them, and having generally sent over some one 
before-hand to survey th^ promised land, and to make purchases and prepara¬ 
tion for them. We have no means of ascertaining the numbers who have gone 
with any exactness, but they are estimated at 400,000 in recent years. Tlio 
Central Emigration Society of Germany gives the numbers who sailed in 185*2 


as follows 

From Bremen, .... 87,943 

„ Hamburg, . . . , 18,127 

„ Havre, .... 35,000 

„ Rotterdam, .... 3,000 

„ Antwerp, .... 9,243 


Total, 103,313 


Carrying with them on an average 200 Thalers, or about £30 each, or a total of 
£3,000,000. 
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EMIGRATION froI the UNITED KINGDOM from 1825 

TO*18f)l, INCLUSIVE. 






• 


Years. 

Nortli Ameri- 

United States. 

Australia and 

All other 

Total. 

can Colonies. 

New Zealand. 

Places. 

1325 

8,741 

5,551 

485 

114 

■ 

14,891 

1826 

12,818 

7,063 

903 

116 

20,900 

1827 

12,648 

14,526 

715 

114 

28,003 

1828 

12,084 

12,817 

1,056 

135 

26,092 

1829 

13,307 

j 15,678 

2,016 

197 

81,198 

1830 

30,574 

1 24,887 

1,242 

204 

56,907 

1831 

58,067 

23,418 

1,561 

114 

83,160 

1832 

6(5,339 

32,872 

3,733 

196 

103,140 

1833 

28,808 

29,109 

4,093 

517 

62,527 

1834 

40,060 

33,074 

2,800 

288 

76,222 

1835 

15,573 

26,720 

1,860 

325 

44,478 

1836 

34.226 

37,774 

3,124 

293 

75,417 

1837 

29,884 

30,770 

5,054 

326 

72.034 

1838 

4,577 

14,332 

14,021 

292 

33,222 

1839 

12,658 

33,.536 

15,786 

227 

62,207 


32,293 

40,642 

15,850 

1,958 

90,743 

1841 

88,164 

4.5,017 

32,625 

2,78C 

118,592 

1842 

54,123 

63,852 

8,5:34 

1,8.35 

128,344 

1843 

23,518 

28,335 

3,478 

1,881 

57,212 

1844 

22,924 

43,660 

2,229 

1,873 

70,686 

1845 

1 

31,803 

58,538 

830 

1 

2,330 

93,501 

1846 1 

43,439 

82,239 

2,347 

1,826 

129,851 

1847 j 

109,680 

142,154 

4,949 

1,487 

258,270 

1848 1 

31,065 

188,233 

219,450 

23,904 

4,887 1 

248,089 

1849 j 

41,367 

32,091 

6,590 : 

299,498 


32,961 

223,078 ! 



280,849 

1851 1 

1 

42,605 

267,357 1 

1 

» 


IQ 

335,966 

. . ! 

1 

Total, j 

1 

884,306 

1 

I 

! 

1,750,682 

1 

222,955 

44,056 

i 

2,901,999 ^ 


This year the emigration promises to be greater still, Tlie 
following are the numbers who have gone out in the first six 
months of 1852 ;— 


To the United States, 

136,204 

British North America, 

19,453 

Australian Colonies, 

25,810 

All Other Blaces, . 

1,519 


182,986 
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This is at the rate of 365,972 for the (ft hole year, or exactly 

1000 a (lay. * 

Let us now give attention for a few moments to the mode in 
which this emigra'tion proceeds, and to the various aiTangements 
which have been made to promote and facilitate it. 

First, with regard to the emigration from Ireland, which is 
two-thirds of the whole. Of 335,966 who left the United 
Kingdom in 1851, 257,372 are stated to have been Irish; and 
of the 182,986 who have emigrated in the first six months of 
1852, not less than 126,000 are Irish. There are two peculiar 
features about this Irish exodus. The first is, that nearly the 
whole of it is directed to the United States, either directly or 
through Canada. The precise numbers Ave have no means of 
ascertaining; but from data furnished by the Emigration Com¬ 
missioners, (at pp. 11 and 13 of their last Report, which we have 
placed at the head of this Article,) we may calculate, that of the 
257,372 who left Ireland last year, not less than 230,000 went 
to the United States. The second feature goes far to explain the 
first. Nearly the whole of the emigration from Ireland is con¬ 
ducted by funds furnished either by the emigrants themselves or 
by their friends in America. A few of the Irish proprietors 
have assisted their former tenants to escape to a more fortunate 
country, as a humane and peaceful method of effecting the ne¬ 
cessary clearance of their estates, and the Emigration Commis¬ 
sioners have, in the course of ten years, aided 34,052 to reach 
Australia; but by far the greater proportion of the passage- 
money of the Irish emigrants has been sent over from America. 
The suras remitted for this purpose, which the Commissioners 
have been enabled to trace, amounted, in 

1848, to upwards of■X4 00,000 

Ufa, . 540,000 

1850, . 957,000 

‘ 1851, ... • ... 990,000 

Now, the average expense of reaching the Australian colonies 
is about j£l5 a-head; that of emigrating to America does not 
exceed £4. Everything therefore combines to direct Irish emi¬ 
gration to the United States—the comparative cheapness of the 
transit, the fact that both the means and the attraction are fur¬ 
nished by their relatives who have preceded them, and added to 
these motives, we fear, is the strongly operative one of a desire 
to escape from the hated domination of the Saxons. 

The emigration movement next in importance is that con¬ 
ducted by the “ Colonial Land and Emigration Commissioners,” 
who are supplied with funds from the Cape and the Australian 
colonies (chiefly arising from the sale of land) for the purpose 
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of afforclinft a free (orliearly free) passage thither to such emi¬ 
grants as they shall deefe suitable. Between 1847 and 1851 
inclusive, about £800,000 had been thus expanded, and 62,664 
persons have been sent. The funds in the hands of the Com¬ 
missioners are increasing, and their operations are beginning to 
be on a proportionately extensive scale. The discovery of gold 
has given an enormous stimulus to emigration to this quarter, 
and it appears probable that its entire amount (assisted and un¬ 
assisted) will this year reach 50,000 against 21,000 last year. 

There are three or four New' Zealand colonies, each of which 
has its special corresponding society at home ; they sent out last 
year an aggregate of 2677 emigrants. 

But perliaps the most useful and the best conducted of all the 
emigration arrangements of this country is that which has been 
set on foot for transferring a portion of the population of the 
Western Highlands and the Ilebrides to Australia. These dis¬ 
tricts, which had long been both poor and overpeopled, had 
suffered from the potato failure, in the same manner and nearly 
to the same extent as Ireland. Like Ireland they were in¬ 
habited by Celts—far more peaceful and manageable, indeed, 
than their brethren over the Channel, but equally impoverished 
and unenergetic. They lived in the same way, on small crofts 
^ or farms, divided and subdivided as the families increased, 
keeping sometimes a cow, sometimes a few sheep, but subsisting 
mainly on potatoes and fish, and on the w'ages they could obtain 
in the Lowlands as agricultural labourers. Their numbers had 
become sadly redundant, and their condition veiy wretched, 
before the famine of 1846 and the succeeding years came to 
give them the covp-de-grace. Since that period they had been 
to a great extent supported by charity—a system which rapidly 
dried up their few remaining resources, and sapped their little 
remaining energy. Last year it became obvious that nothing 
but emigration on a large scale^ould save thcHn. It is calcu¬ 
lated that from 25,000 to 30,000 will have to be removed before 
the population in those barren and rocky districts will be re¬ 
duced to an amount commensurate with their indigenous re¬ 
sources. At the same time the gold discoveries in Australia, 
by attracting away a large proportion of the herdsmen of the 
great grazing establishments, alarmed the proprietors of that 
colony for the safety of their nocks and the preservation of their 
yearly supply of wool. An urgent and sudden demand was 
made upon the mother country for some thousand shepherds. 
Now it happens that th§ Higlilanders, both from taste and habit, 
are admirably adapted for this occupation. They are less fitted 
than either the English or the Lowlander for the steady and 
laborious pursuits of tillage ; but the wild, rough, and compare- 
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tively easy life of the keepers of sheep a^d cattle exactly suited 
them. A society was therefore formdd, under the skilful and 
energetic superintendence of Sir John M‘NeiII and Sir Charles 
Trevelyan, for removing tlie superabundant population of the 
Western Highlands to the Australian colonies. Subscriptions 
were raised, and an Act of Parliament to facilitate aid from the 
Highland proprietors was passed. The arrangements made 
were most judicious and complete. Calculating on and respect¬ 
ing the strung family affections which are so marked a feature 
in the Gaelic rac.e, and arguing that a shepherd surrounded with 
his wife and children in the bush would be far less likely than a 
single settler to desert his post for the feverish attractions of “ the 
diggings,”—it was decided to send out whole families together. 
Tins made them both more willing to go, and more valuable 
and more reliable when they arrived. Moreover it was found 
that old men, though past the full vigour necessary for the 
severe labours of agnculturo, would be still serviceable as shep¬ 
herds from their steadiness and experience. Accordingly the 
Emigration Commissioners agreed to relax their rules as to 
passage-money, and to afford the whole family, young and old, 
a (partially) free passage to Australia at the expense of the 
colony, the deposit payable by the emigrant (in aid of the 
passage-money) rising with the tender or advanced age of the 
individual. This deposit, and the necessary outfit and the trans¬ 
mission to the port of embarkation, are provided in the propor¬ 
tion of one-third by the proprietor, whose estate is thus relieved 
of a heavy burden, and two-thirds by the general subscription. 
But in order at once to prevent the exhaustion of the funds thus 
obtained, and to prevent the injurious and demoralizing effects 
upon the emigrant of reliance on eleemosynary aid, a promissory 
note is required from him before he goes on board, by which he 
engages to pay back the amount advanced to him, by fixed in¬ 
stalments, tlic derails of which ^irc to be arranged with him by 
the society’s correspondents in the colony, and which arc to be 
deducted from his wages by the master by whom he is employed. 
In consideration of his entering into this engagement and keep¬ 
ing it, the society promises to charge no interest on the sum 
advanced, and to forego acting on the promissory note, which 
was made payable on demand. If, however, the emigrant 
should quit the ship, and escape _with his outfit, or when arrived 
out should attempt to abscond to “ the diggings,” or should re¬ 
fuse to take regular employment, the promissory note can be at 
once acted upon. By this means, jt is expected that nearly the 
whole of the advances will be recovered in little more than a 
year, and be available for new emigrants. The society has this 
year sent out nearly 4000 persons, at an average cost (over and 
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above the pa8sagG-mon}y afforded by the colony, and their own 
private resources) of aboift £3 a head ; and it liopes every year 
to send out an equal or greater number till the population of 
the Western Highlands shall have been brought down to a level 
with the means of subsistence which those barren regions can 
sup|^)ly. 

Jbor many years back there has been a considerable amount 
of emigration partially or wholly conducted by parochial funds. 
By the 4th and 5th of William IV. c. 76, parishes were author* 
ized to borrow money on the security of their rates for the pur¬ 
pose of aiding such of their poor as might be willing to emigrate, 
whether paupers or not. Under this Act the following numbers 
have been aided to emigrate:— 



Persons. 


Persons. 

Up to the year 1836 

5,521 

Brought over, 

11,855 

In 1836 

1,189 

In 1844 

900 

1837 

754 

1845 

750 

1838 

726 

1846 

208 

1839 

529 

1847 \ 

1,294 

1840 

613 

1848 j 

1841 

729 

1849 

1,576 

1842 

936 

1 8 r.o 

1,962 

1843 

858 

1851 

1,840 

Carry over, 

11,8.55 

Total, 

20,385 


Tin’s year, however, another parochial movement has com¬ 
menced which may become extensive and serviceable. The 
parish of St. Martin’s-in-the-field has discovered that pauper 
families may be transported to Australia and fairly settled there 
for life, at the same cost as would only support them for a ^car 
at home. The rate-payers have therefore consented to a special 
rate of one penny in the pound fgr the purpos<i of thus remov¬ 
ing those who have become chargeable, and who are willing to 
be removed to a more hopeful scene. They have just sent off 
the first shipload of sixty emigrants in good health and spirits, 
at a total cost of about £1000, or about £16 a head. 

The name of Mrs. Chisholm is widely known to all who are 
interested in Australian colonization. This excellent, judicious, 
and able lady, has probably done more than any one individual 
to protect emigrants, and to render emigration easy and attrac¬ 
tive. Her first undertaking was the establishment of a Home 
for female emigrants’' in Sydney, where young women were 
received on their first afl'ival/and retained till suitable situations 
could be found for them, and were thus saved from the almost 
certain ruin which awaited them, if left to their own resources, 
and compelled to find quarters for themselves. Her next step 
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was to establish affiliated Homes” in tli4 interior; and she was 
in the habit of travelling long distances iVito the bush with batches 
of her protigSes, and locating them all, one after anotlieft*, in 
respectable families. Her exertions soon procured her aid from 
settlers, and the confidence of emigrants, and men as well as 
women used to apply to her to find them situations; wliile of 
those already doing well in the world, many would apply to her 
to send them servants, and some to recommend and choose them 
wives. From first to last she has succeeded in establishing 
11,000 emigrants in comfortable situations, as well as in found¬ 
ing an institution and a system which, it may be hoped, will long 
survive* It is not easy indeed to overestimate either her merits 
or her services. She is now in England ; and has set on foot a 
society for enabling families to emigrate altogether, and thus 
avoid those painful separations so common under the old system 
when the young and.unencumbercd only were taken,) which so 
greatly both retarded it and added to its liardships. She has not 
only enabled numbers of wives to rejoin their emigrant husbands, 
and children their emigrant parents, but has arranged a most 
admirable system by which young men and women go out, not 
as formerly, isolated and unprotected, but under the wing of 
respectable families; while Captain Chisholm remains in Aus¬ 
tralia to watch over the location of the emigrants whom his ex¬ 
cellent lady thus consigns to him. 

Finally, there remains for notice the Female Emigration 
Soeietv, started by Mr. Sidney Ilerbei't. This was first esta¬ 
blished with a view of providing a remote and respectable 
home for those destitute needlewomen of worthy character, on 
whoso behalf public sympathy hud recently been so largely 
aroused. We have in^wish to speak of the difficulties which 
the founders of this.society experienced in finding fit objects for 
their benevolence. In spite of these difficulties they have sent out, 
and we believe piaced respectably and comfortably in Australia, a 
considerable number of females. They still continue their exer¬ 
tions, but w’e believe on Mrs. Chisholnfs plan, and with her aid,* 

Under the cotnbined influence of the various inducements and 
facilities we enumerated, emigration from the United King- 
.doin has now reached a height which begins to excite consider¬ 
able alarm in the minds of many. It appears as if the old 
country had reached its culminating point, in population at 
least, and must henceforth decline. On a rough estimate it 
seems that the emigrants at least c^jual the addition to our num¬ 
bers by the surplus of births over dcatlis; and in Ireland very 


* It is grfttifyiug to know that of SI9,000 steerage emigrants in 1851, 147,000 
were women. 
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ttonsiderably exceed tli^ddition. ** If this drain goes on, how 
(it is asked) shall we recruit our army ? how find an adequate 
supply of labourers and servants? how mectdhe increased cost 
of agricultnre ? how maintain our manufacturing superiority in 
the face of rising wages and aupnented cost of production ?” 
Let us look all these" dangers fairly in the face, and examine 
them a little in detail; for it is most important that we should 
ascertain as far as may be, the future that is before us, and that the 
public mind should be harassed by no vague or unfounded fears. 
The case of Ireland must be considered separately. The facts 
are concisely these. By the combined effect of emigration and 
famine, the population of Ireland was reduced firom 8,175,124 in 
1841 to 6,515,794 in 1851. But as there is every reason to be¬ 
lieve that up to 1846, when the potato-rot first appeared, the pre¬ 
vious moderate rate of annual increase (about half per cent.) had 
been maintained, the real amount of depopulation in the fivo 
years from 1846* to 1851, was from 8,379,500 to 6,575,794, or 
372,740 per annum. The stream of emigration which set in 
from Ireland after the famine, has over since continned to flow 
.at an accelerated rate. The tie of affection to the old conntiy 
seems to have been fairly broken ; the attractions of the New 
World are annnally increasing, as friends and relatives multiply 
on the other side of the Atlantic; the potato rot continues, 
though in a mitigated form ; labour has become scaive, but 
owing to the absence of capital, wages have not materially risen; 
farms are every day being consolidated, and estates are every 
day being cleared; and we are bound to say that we see no 
reason wlintovcr to believe that the tide of emigration has re¬ 
ceived, or will yet receive, a check. From 1847 to 1850 inclu¬ 
sive, abunt 200,000 Irish emigrants annually left their country ; 
in 1851, this number had risen to'257,000*; and in the first six 
months of 1852, 125,000 have gone. Now, the total annual 
addition to the population by the surplus of births over deaths 
was from 1831 to 1841, (before any of the recent disturbing 
causes began to operate,) 65,157. But as for many years back 
Ireland lias been exporting the most hofilthy and vigorous por¬ 
tion of her children, those in the prime of lire by whom mainly 
multiplication is carried on, the Fmigvtttion Commissioners, in 
iheir recent Report, estimate that those w-ho remain—being in an 
unusual and increasing proportion the old, the iceble, and the in¬ 
fantine—do not more than barely keep up their numbers. We 
believe this calculation to be quite correct. It follows, therefore, 
that the emigration frem Ireland represents accurately enough 
the actual decrease of numbers ; in other words, that Ireland is 
being depopulated at the rate of a quarter of a mieuion per 
annum—a procete whiehf if continued, vAll empty her entirely in 
the course TWENTY-FOUR TEAM. 

VOL. XVtn. NO. XXXV, S 
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Thia Is so: yet we avow that we v^ew the process without 
either alarm or regret. We regard it as both a necessary and a 
most salutary operation. By no milder process—by no less 
wholesale exodus—could Ireland be regenerated, and refloated. 
For generations she has had her head under water, and the 
chief part of her people have been in a state of chronic distress. 
They have multiplied like rabbits, and cultivated the -soil like 
savages. It was stated ten years ago on the highest official 
authority, that 2,400,000 were habitually in a state of destitu¬ 
tion, and dependent on eleemosynary aid for a considerable portion 
of the year. The Irish had few manufactures, and were little 
addicted to fishing. They looked almost exclusively to agricul¬ 
ture for subsistence; and their numbers were immeasurably 
greater than mere agriculture—especially such agriculture as 
meirs—could support. We borrow from tlie Quarterly Review 
of last December an argument and some figures which place the 
whole matter in a transparent and irrefragable light. The 
agricultural counties of England can scarcely maintain their 
own actuaf numbers, and do not even profess to sup])ort or 
employ their own Increase. The cultivators of the soil have 
of late years actually diminished: ■ more tillage is carried on 
with fewer labourers. The surplus and the increase of these 
counties'find employment in other districts and in other occu¬ 
pations; they migrate to the towns; they find engagements in 
the factories or the railways. Now, the ten most purely agricul¬ 
tural counties in England, with a climate equal to that of Ireland, 
a far richer soil, and an immeasurably more efficient and pro¬ 
ductive style of culti\'ation, find themselves fully peopled (if not 
overpeopled) with a population of one individual to four acres :— 
Ireland, even with worse land, and with a population already 
decimated by famine; had in 1851 a population of one individual 
to 2f acres; —in some districts the allowance was only two acres 
and a quarter, asViU be seen by the following table ;— 


* 

Provinces. 

Statute acres 
ioclusivc of 
Lakes, &c. 

Statute acres 
absolutely un¬ 
improvable. 

Net available 
Statute 
acres. 

Population 

in 

1851. 

A.cres to 
each In¬ 
dividual. 

Ulster, . . 
Leinster, . 
Munster, . 
Connaught, 

5,262,000 

4,825,000 

5,918,000 

4,180,000 

712,000 
200,OpO 
873,000 
750,000 

4,550,000 

4,625,000 

5,040,000 

3,430,000 

2,004,289 

1,667,771 

1,831,817 

1,011,917 

2*28 

2-78 

2- 79 

3- 39 

Total Inland, 

20,180,000 

2,535,000 

17,645,000 




In order then to bring agricultural and ill-cultivated Ireland 
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to a level with agriofiltural and wefl-cultivated England^ her 
population must be redimed to 4,500,000, or two millions below 
its amount in 1851. The tide of emigration may therefore go 
on at its present rate for at least eight or ten years before it has 
even done enough. For be it remembered we have in this case 
two evils to remedy—we have not only too many people, but we 
have the wrong kind of people—we*l*equire not only to remove 
redundant numbers, but to replace them by a more energetic, 
more aspiring, and more improvable race. The state of things 
which every patriot and statesman should desire, is a continuous 
annual emigration (for at least a decade) of 250,000 Catholic 
Celts, and a simultaneous immigration of 50,000 Protestant 
Saxons or Scotch, in this direction lies the salvation of Ireland, 
the peace of England,' and the solution of those political, social, 
and religious difficulties which have so long harassed and per¬ 
plexed alike the most courageous, the most able, the most con¬ 
scientious of our rulers- To this point should our most earnest 
efforts be directed:—not to check or discourage the actual 
Irish exodus, but to counterbalance it by encouraging a large in¬ 
fusion of more vigorous and hopeful British and Protestant blood. 
We are not blind to the many excellent and estimable qualities 
of the Irish: blended with others, controlled, disciplined, guided 
by others,-they are a useful and serviceable people;—left to their 
own devices, a prey to their own indolent, slovenly, and impro¬ 
vident tendencies, all history shows how helpless and prone to 
degenerate they are. They make a bad nation, but admirable 
ingredients in a nation. It is the same in other regions. Where- 
ever they settle singly among Americans or British, they im¬ 
prove, advance, and civilize; wherever they congregate^ so as to 
carry Ireland about with them, they continue what we see 
them at home. AVe do not, in saying thisi by any means wish 
to imply that they are an inferior race, but simply that they are 
a peculiar one, and not fitted to stand aloncy being deficient in 
that restless energy, those indefinite desires, which are the very 
mainsprings of successful colonization-—deficient also in that 
faculty of self-government and self-control, in the absence of 
which free institutions can never flourish or be permanently 
maintained. But when their peculiarities have become modified, 
and their capacities developed, and their activity directed by an 
adequate amount of Scotch and English colonization of their 
counti'y,'we may hope to see all their good qualities brought 
out and utilized^ and all their bad ones repressed and controlled, 
till Ircland, so long a howling wilderness,’’ shall begin 
blossom like the rose.” This colonization was recommended 
by Sir Robert Peel; it was attempted by Cromwell; and it is 
curious enough^ that long before their time it was proposed by 

Lord Bacon, in an elaborate Memoir which he addressed to 
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James X in 1606. The chief reason ^h^ it has proceeded so 
slowly is to be found in the inadequate security hitherto afforded 
to Hie and property in that unhappy county, in the perpetual 
outbreaks and disturbances w'hich deter peaceful men from cast¬ 
ing in their lot with such an unquiet race. It has now, how¬ 
ever, fairly commenced, ai^d will, we doubt not, proceed with 
accelerated pace. The extent to ‘which it has already gone it is 
not easy to ascertain; but in many quarters we hear of the 
settlement botlx of English and Scotch purchasers of land, and 
tenant farmers. A short time since, a traveller happening to sit 
down at an ordinary at Ballina, with a dozen other diners, dis¬ 
covered, in the course of the meal, that they were every one of them 
Scotch. At the recent meeting of the British Association at Belfast, 
the Earl of Mayo made the following statements. He said that— 

^ Having just returned from the west of Ireland, he could bear his 
testimony to the work of regeneration having begun in the west in a 
most remarkable manner. It mu^t be gratifying to every one to know 
that in the west, taking in Galway and Mayo, Englishmen were* com¬ 
ing to reside; and what was most singular was, that they went to the 
uncultivated and not to the cultivated parts. In one of the wildest 
parts—at Ballycroy—he found a small cottage inhabited by an En¬ 
glish gentleman, and he (Lord Mayo) had the curiosity to ask for 
what reason he had purchased that particular place. His reply was 
convincing. He considered that, by buying that uncultivated spot, 
and paying attention to it, he would be able to double his income in 
a very short time. The place he had purchased was extremely low, 
flat, and marshy soib and yet he had succeeded in cultivating some of 
it, and intended, in consequence of the success of his experiment, to 
cultivate more. With respect to other parts of Connemara—say from 
Westport to Olifdon—^lie was surprised tp find the number of houses 
occupied by persons who were almost all Englishmen; and he might 
add that even in that Vild district a very beautiful shop had been 
opened. It was a business-establishment almost worthy^ of Regent- 
street; and he coutd not help asking himself, on looking at it, how was 
an individual so unwise as to set up such a shop thei’e? But no doubt 
Mr. Ellis, when he bought a place, had calculated well, and he was 
doing wonders in regenerating the people. If they proceeded further 
they would still find gentlemen coming and spending their money in 
these wilds. During the short time he (Lord Mayo) had been there, 
he met hundreds of English people, and there could be no doubt that 
property would increase remarkably in value.” 

On the same occasion Mr. Locke of Dublin read before the 
Statistical Section a very interesting analysis of the purchases 
in the Encumbered Estates Court, *ffonuwhich it appeared that 
772 estates had been sold to 2355 purchasers, so that the num¬ 
ber of proprietors has more than trebled. The following ex¬ 
tracts are very interesting, as showing the amount and distribu¬ 
tion of English capital that has lately been invested in Ireland: 



Briliah^urchaaera 

ACREAGE ANP AMOIMJS PURCHASED BT ENGLISH AND SCOTCH 
ARRANGED ACCORDING TO PROVINCES, 
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Provinces. 

Leinster, . 
Munster, , 
Ulster, 
Connaught, 


Acreage. 

A. R. p. 

81,012 0 34 ... 
54,342 0 9 ... 

7,385 0 2 ... 

810,326 2 9 ... 


^ Purchase-Money. 
Z B. d. 

... 222,385 0 0 
... 362,399 12 6 
... 55,922 0 0 

... 454,420 0 0 


Total, . 403,065 3 14 . 1,095,126 12 6 

The fourth table shows the localities from whence the purchase- 
money came:—^London and its vicinity, £720,641, I9s. 2d.; Lanca¬ 
shire, (including j639,276, 13s. 4d. from Liverpool and Birkenhead,) 
£56,526, 13s. 4d.; Buckinghamshire, £1,220; Cheshire, £53,205; 
Derbyshire, £2,525; Devonshire, £14,445 ; Durham, £7,750; Glou¬ 
cestershire, £11,830; Hampshh'e, £24,400; Hertfordshire, £11,000; 
Lincolnshire, £5,490; Norfolk, £16,600; Oxfordshire, £6,280; 
Pembrokeshire, £3,820; Suffolk, £5,730; Shropshire, £7,690; Sus¬ 
sex, £7,610; Staffordshire, £57,450; Somersetshire, £2,550; War¬ 
wickshire, £5,750; Yorkshire, £3,517; Scotland, £46,220; Cal¬ 
cutta, £24,250; Isle of Man, £l,406; America, £2,320; total, 
£1,100,126,128. 6d. The fifth table shows the number and compara¬ 
tive amounts of English and Scotch purchasers—£1000 and under, 24; 
£1,000 to £2,000, 18; £2,000 to £5,000, 26; £5,000 to £10,000, 
21 ; £10,000 to £20,000, 13; £20,000 and upwards, 12; total, 
114. Of these, one purchaser was from Calcutta, amount, £24,250. 
Three from the Isle of Man, all under £1,200 ; and eight from Scot¬ 
land, viz. one between £2,000 and £5,000, and seven between £5,000 
and £10,000. 

The sixth table exhibits, as accurately as can be ascertained, the 
classification of these purchasers: Gentry, including 8 titled persons, 
52 ; manufacturers and merchants, including 8 firms, 36 ; insurance 
and land companies, 6; farmers, 20; total, IM. 

“ Of the eight purchasers from Scotland, two were gentry, and six 
farmers. It is a fact of considerable importandb, as affecting the 
improvement of the far west, that English and Scotch purchasers, and 
tenant farmers also, have usually settled in groups. Thus, 63,000 
acres of Sir B, O’Donneirs Mayo estate have been purchased by 
English capitalists, led by Mr. Ashworth, whose work, entitled ‘The 
Saxon in Ireland,’ has been of great service to this country. And 
DOW a large portion of Erris and the northern shores of Clew Bay is 
in the possession of Englishmen. Again, in Galway, another set of 
English purchasers, Messrs. Twining, Eastwood, Palmer, and others, 
are grouped on the shores of Ballinakil Bay, and in the vale of Kyle- 
more. Many tenant farmers also from the other side of the channel 
have settled in the western counties within the last three years. Large 
tracts have been taken on the Marquis of Sligo's estate by English 
and Scotch gentlemen, and many other landlords in the west have 
also induced skilful and enterprising agriculturists to settle on their 
lands, by granting long and beneficial leases at low rents; but I have 
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CO means of arriving at even an Approximate estimate of their num« 
her; however, it will be observed, upon examination of the foregoing 
tables, that the greater extent of English and Scotch purchases is in 
those western districts where the population has been most dimin¬ 
ished, and where capital and improvement are chiefly required, three- 
fourths of the total average being in Galway and Mayo^ and two-fifths 
of the total amount being invested in the same counties. The immi¬ 
gration, too, is confessedly not of an expulsive character, abundance 
of unoccupied land, perished from water, or the surface of which has 
been only scratched in scattered patches for centuries, being in the 
market, and inviting the advent of a more productive system of cul¬ 
ture. The number of English and Scotch purchasers, as well as the 
amount of their purchases, is also steadily on the increase. Up to 
January 31st of this year the purchases were one-twenty-fifth as to 
number, and one-tenth as to the total amount of purchase-money. 
On referring to these tables, we shall find that up to July 31st the 
proportion as to number is one-twentieth, and as to amount about 
one-sixth of the total purchase-money.” 

When this infusion and substitution of a new race—this 
Celtic exodus and Saxon immigration—shall have continued 
long enough and proceeded far enough, a large portion of the 
anomalies which now af&ict Ireland will cease, or be reduced 
within manageable compass. Her present wretchedness and 
difficulties all spring originally out of two sources—race and 
religion. A population consisting of seven million Celts and 
one million Saxons—seven millions of the conquered and one 
million of the conquerors—seven millions of dispossessed culti¬ 
vators fancying, rightly or wrongly, that they were entitled to, 
and had been wrongfully deprived of, the land held by the single 
residuary million—might w'ell be difficult to govern. A popula¬ 
tion—four-fifths of whom looked upon the law as their ruthless 
oppressor*and their natural enemy, who sympathized with the 
criminal and abutted the crime, who held no oath as binding 
when the interests of their Church, their race, their party, or 
their family, could be served by setting it at nought—might 
well baffie and drive to despair rulers who endeavoured to con¬ 
trol and curb them by institutions which can suffice and flourish 
only among a truth-loving and a law-loving people—by jury 
trial, of which the very essence and basis is reliance on the 
Word and oath of jurymen and witnesses—by legal technicalities 
which seem contrived to secure the escape of the guilty—by a 
constabulary force which must be nearly powerless when not 
aided by the general sympathy of the community with peace, 
order, and justice. But when the'*prop6rtions shall have been 
adeejuately changed,—when instead of a population of eight 
millions—of whom seven millions are Irish, we have to deal 
with four or five millions, of whom "half are Britons or of British 
extraction, the case will be wholly altered, and our difficulties 
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• Political ^onaequeiices of Irish Eaodiis. 

J * 

■will cease as by ; the remaining abori^nes will not only 
be controlled by, but wltl take their tone of meling and opinion 
from, the more energetic and right-minded fellow-citizens with 
whom they are intermingled; as they cease to be criminals and 
outlaw's, the law will become their protector and their friend; it 
will be easy to find witnesses who will dare and wish to speak 
the truth, and jurors who will be both able and willing to 
convict according to the evidence; and for the first time the 
government of Ireland by British institutions will become a 
matter not utterly hopeless or impossible. 

Another source of grievous embarrassment will also be cleared 
away. The Irish emigrants are nearly to a man Catholics as well 
as Celts. The Established Church—which, in its actual propor¬ 
tions, w'as an indefensible enormity when it was the church of one 
million out of eight—will lose much of its colossal monstrosity 
when it has become the church of two millions out of four. 
And if judicious reform should mitigate even this disproportion, 
it may well bo that as the hostility of race dies out under the 
process of improvement, juxtaposition, and amalgamation, that 
of religion may also fade away, and the process of conversion 
wdiich has already set in at the west of Ireland, may continue 
with accelerated pace. Those who remain may, wdth changed 
circumstances, abandon their old religious creed, as we know is 
tlie case with a large proportion of those who have sought a 
new home in a new world. The Irish who have emigrated to 
the United States are not fewer than two millions; it is calcu¬ 
lated that they and their descendants now number about three 
millions i* the French, Spaniards, and Italians, are estimated 

* These are subjects nn which it is impossible to speak with absolute certainty. 
We are pretty c-ertain that above one million and a-half of Irish have gone to the 
States in the last twenty-five years. Professor Tiyrlter in 1830 analyzed the 
white inliabitants of the Union thus :— 


English and their descendants,.6,000,000 

Scotch, .500,000 

Irish,.2,000,000 

German,. 1,000,000 

Dutch,. 500,000 

French, . 300,000 

Swedes, Spanish, &c. 200,000 


10,500,000 

Another writer, taking the same view, gives the following in 1850 :< 

Anglo-Saxons, . 11,000,000 

Dowland Scotch, . 700,000 

Scotch and Anglo-Saxon Irish, ..1,500,000 

Celtic Irish,.2,000,000 

Welch, .-.a...300,000 

German,. 2,000,000 

Dutch,.800,000 

French, . 1,000,000 

Others, .. ...360,000 


19,660,000 ' 
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at above one million; many of the Germ^ emigrants and their 
descendants are Catholics; yet the tot& number of Catholics in 
the Union did not nrobably in 1850 exceed 2,000,000.* 

We confess we nave no fear of the emigration from Ireland 
being carried too far or continued too long: As soon as the 
inducements become sufficient, .English capital, enterprise, and 
industry, will flock in to fill any gap that may be made, pro¬ 
vided only peace and security be established. Englishmen and 
Scotchmen would seek Ireland as a field both for investment 
and for speculation, in preference to more distant lands, if life 
and property were once fully protected. The want of this secu¬ 
rity and this protection has hitherto been the curse and priva¬ 
tion of that unhappy country. But Government is, we believe, 
more alive than it has yet been as to the necessity of perform¬ 
ing this, its first duty, at whatever cost; and eve^ emigrant 
ship that leaves the shores of Ireland makes the task more easy. 
The first efibet of this immigration^ then, will be, to raise the 
wages of labour: hitherto the scarcity of hands in many dis¬ 
tricts, consequent on the exodus, has not had this effect, because 
the capital in the hands of the employers of labour was so 
miserably insuflBcient. The labour-market was scantily sup- 


While this article was paadng through the press, we have received from America, 
by the kindness of Mr. Ticknor and Dr. Chickering, (to wiiom wo take this means 
of expresmiig our acknowledgment,) a number of documents bearing on this inter' 
eating c^ueetiou, from one of which (the New Englander) we extract another 
analysis of the American population, evidently made with great care and from the 


beat materials:— 

Anglo-Saxons by birth and blood, . . . } 5,000,000 

African, ..3,594,702 

Irisli,.2,269,000 

Goriitan, ........ 1,900,000 

Vreucli, &c,, Ac., . , , ' . , 499,730 


23,203,498 

Wo are satisfied, however, that tliis writer aniftfr'estimates the number of Irish, 
and probably also of Germans. For example, he gives the total number of immi¬ 
grants, from all countries, from 1790 to 1860, at 2,759,829. Dr. Chickering, a (irst 
authority, however, shows them to amount, in the 33 years ending October 1852, to 
8,212,335, of whom 1,597,897 arrived in the last five years. 

* On this point, however, we cannot speak with positive certainty. There is no 
official return of the numbers of different religiona The OthoHc Archbishop 
Hughes, of New York, estimated the number of Catholics in 1850 at 3,000,000. 
On the other hand, the Ca^oltc Almanac, published under the auspices of Arch^ 
bjahop Eocleston, estimates them only at 1,650,000. The only certain fact is, 
that their own organs and dignitaries lament bitterly the constant falling away 
from the old faith of both residents and new arrivals. We have heard of another 
Archbishop who states the number of Catholics at 1,200,000, (the same as ten 
years ago), whereas tliey ought by immigration and natural increase to be at least 
5,000,000. The JSno^alopdsdia of Reli^hiua Knovdedge published at Fhitade)- 
phia, gives the number of Catholics of the Union A only 800,000. Again, the 
Freeman^s Journal i^ves a fifth estimate, also a Catholic one, on the authority 
of a priest, Mr. Mullen, who has lately visited the United States to obtain sub¬ 
scriptions for a Catholic College. He states tlie ntimber who ought to ho Catholic 
(by emigration and descent) at 3,970,000, and the number who aro Catholic 
at 1,980,000. 
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plied, but the laboty-fund was scantier stilU Hence we have 
seen the strange anoin^y, of a great outcry for workmen, while 
wages remained at fivepence a* day. The second effect will be 
a vast increase in the produce of the soil: the old bai*barous 
inefBcient modes of tillage w'ill be abandoned, and new ones, at 
once cheaper and more productive, will be introduced. The 
early reports of the Poor Law Oommissioners stated, that 
though in Ireland twice the number of men were employed per 
acre, yet that the acreable produce was only half what it was in 
England. When this state of things is rectified, and Irish is 
assimilated to English agriculture, Irish wages will rapidly ap¬ 
proximate to those of England; for the Irish, as we well know, 
can work as hard and as efficiently as Englishmen or Scotch¬ 
men, when mixed among them,- and directed and stimulated by 
them. British labour, too, as well as British capital, will flow 
in to give fresh impetus and introduce a higher standard of 
exertion. And when the land has become prosperous and 
peaceful, when wages are at two shillings a day, when labour is 
at once efficient and ivell rewarded, and the Poor-House is no 
longer the only prospect of the peasant, we have no fear that 
those who then remain will not prefer old Ireland—in its reno¬ 
vated state—to the chances of transatlantic emigration, which 
by that time may have met with many discouragements. It 
will be, therefore, with no sorrow or alarm, but, on the contrary, 
with hope and gratulation, that we shall see the exodus con¬ 
tinue at its present rate at all events till the next census—till 
in fact circumstances have so changed that Ireland has become 
more attractive than America. 


So much for the case of the sister island. Let us now in¬ 
quire whether the extensive emigration which has set in from 
Great Britain to the colonies is really such as to afford us any 
rational cause for alarm, or whether it is not rather a matter for 
cheerfulness and congratulation. Taking the first half of 1852 
as the groundwork of our calculation, we find that the total 
yearly number of emigrants from England and Scotland, (al¬ 
lowing for the Irish who have sailed from Livei’pool and the 
Clyde, and the Scotch who have gone by way of Liverpool,) 
has reached about 116,000, viz., about 96,000 English and 
20,000 Scotch. But the annual increase, or surplus of births 
above deaths, have been in England, on the average of the five 
years ending 1848, (the last of which we have the returns by 
us,) 165,000, or nearly one«per cent, on the population. If we 
assume that the same rule holds in Scotland, the annual in¬ 
crease in Great Britain by natural multiplication will bo about 
206,000. If emigration tlien continues at its present rate, more 
than half our annual increase will be exported, leaving us, how- 
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every an annual augmentation of our nv^nibers, of 90,000 souls. 
Let us tabularize the whole case;— 


- It . 

Annual Surplus of Births over Deaths, 
Annual Emigration, according to first \ 
Six Months of 1H53,.j 

England and 
Srotland. 

Ireland. 

United Kingdom. 

206,000 

116,000 

e e • 

260,000 

206,000 

366,000 

Increase of Population,. 

Decrease,. 



] 60,000 


In other words; whereas during the last decennial period 
Ireland lost a million and a half of her population, In the next 
decennial period she will have to face a loss of two millions and 
a half; whereas in^the last decade our total increase in Great 
Britain was above two millions^ in the next decade it will be less 
than one million; and whereas in the last decade the entire 
United Kingdom increased in population nearly half a million, in 
the next decade it will decrease above a million and a half.* The 
British Isles have reached and passed their maximum—in num¬ 
bers. Such a result may well startle us, and assuredly demands 
careful consideration. 

Nevertheless wo look upon the fact as one of no sinister 
augur}’, but the contrary—if we are wise and knoxv how^ to use 
the golden opportunity. This, however, we are aw\are, is not 
the general itupressien. Many fear that we shall be unable, in 
such an altered state of things, to find recruits for our army, or 
sufficient labourers for our fields, or manageable servants for our 
households, or cheap and efficient artisans to maintain our 
manufacturing superiority. Let us look at our prospects in 
these respects seriatim. 

And first as to our« supply of soldiers. These, it is said, have 
hitherto been chiefly supplied from Ireland and the distressed 
districts in Scotlaftd, and it is precisely from these quarters that 
the emigration is the greatest. The allegation is not true. Even 

* It iis, however, Ecaveely probable that the emigration from Great Britain will 
continue quite at the extreme rate of the present year. Last year it was only 
7B,600 against (apparently) 116,000 this year. The chief increase has been to 
Australia—stimulated mainly no doubt by the gold discoveries—as will be seen 
from the following Table. It may well be, however, that the Saxon emigration to 
Ireland will counterbalance any diminution of that to Australia:— 


Total Emigration from the United Kingdom during thefint bix Months, 



United States. 

British Korth America. 

Australia. 

Other Places. 

Total. 

1847 

02,478 

86,388 

« 3,448 


183,588 

1848 

95,651 

21,496 

7,773 

2,161 

127,081 

1849 

132,046 

27,691 

16,639 

2,693 


1850 

111,292 

20,326 

8,564 

4,319 


1851 

140,336 

24,180 

8,478 

1,871 


1852 

136,204 

49,453 

25,810 

1,519 

182,986 
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on the Siipj^y of Soldiera, 

in the last war it is known that many of the Highland regi¬ 
ments had comparatively few Highlanders in their ranks. But 
we have now Ij^ing before us returns of the recruits who were in¬ 
spected in 1845, (an average year,) and we find that of 13,370 
7145 were English, 4009 Irish, 2061 Scotch, and the rest Welsh 
or foreigners. England, therefore, still furnislies more than half, 
and Great Britain more than two-thirds of our land forces, and 
nearly all our naval forces. 

The total number of British troops may bo taken in round 
figures as averaging 140,000 men—(fewer considerably, we be¬ 
lieve, than will in future be found desirable; but let that pass.) 
The number of recruits annually required appears latterly to 
have ranged from 10,000 to 20,000—say about 15,000. it is 
feared that out of a population of twenty-seven millions, (which 
ours now is)—still more out of a population of twenty-five mil¬ 
lions and a half, (which we are assuming it will be in 1861,) we 
shall be unable to keep up this army, or to procure this number 
of recruits. But let us look at wliat we did in 1806 and 1813, 
when our population Wc^s only eighteen millions. In those years 
our army numbered from 234,000 to 267,000 men, besides 
which we kept 83,000 regular militia constantly on foot, in ad¬ 
dition to the local militia, which numbered from 200,000 to 
300,000.* Tl)c annual wear and tear of the anny was then cal¬ 
culated at 15,000 men in peace, and 25,000 to 30,000 in war; 
and no difficulty whatever was found in raising the number re¬ 
quired by voluntary enlistment.f The same facility of finding 
voluntary recruits continued during the whole period of the 
war; nor can it in any degi'co be attributed to want of demand 
for labourers in agricultural and nnfenufacturing occupations. 
The very contrary was the fact. During nearly the whole of 
that period, agriculture was notoriously liourishing, and the de¬ 
mand for labour may be in some degree estimated from the fact 
that from 1804 to 1814, upwards of 1000 Biclosure Acts were 
passed, and nearly 2,000,000 acres were brought into cultiva- 
tion4 In the same period our manufacturing industry had also 
been decidedly though not rapidly on the increase. The official 
value (or quantity) of British produce and manufactures had risen 
from £22,000,000 in 1804 to £34,000,000 in 1814; and the 
declared or real value, from £37,000,000 to £45,000,000. § 
Now, if under such circumstances, and with a population of only 
eighteen millions, Great Britain was able to recruit an army of 
250,000 men, besides militia, and often to raise 30,000 and 
40,000 fresh volunteers every year, we cannot possibly fear that 
with % population of twenty-six millions, and such numberless 

* AliBOu’s IHfttory of Europe, x. 17'2 j xvn!. 18. + 76^. x. 173 i xviii. 14. 

X Porter’s Progress of the Nation, i. 156, 171. % Ibid, ii. 98. 
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inventions for economizing labour,—notwiihstanding the enor¬ 
mous increase that has taken place in ^all departments of in¬ 
dustry,-^we shall Hud any real difficulty in keeping up an army 
1$0,000 strong, or in finding 15,000 recruits annually, provided 
^ only that we really want them, and are willing to offer them 
adequate inducements to enlist. It ^ true enough, no doubt, 
that with trade brisk, and agriculture flourishing, and the 
colonies clamorous for hands, we shall not be able to procure 
soldiers so cheap as we used to do : the greater the distress, the 
easier of course is always the task of the recruiting sergeant. 
But it will he d mere question of inducement —pecuniary or other- 
wdse. Our officers will have to compete with a higher rate of 
wages and more inviting and numerous occupations and outlets 
than formerly: they will have to bid higher for their men, either 
in the shape of pay, of treatment, of promotion, or of pensions; 
but the article is still there^ if only we are willing to purchase it 
at its now enhanced value. An improvement in the condition 
of our troops, and a material increase in their cost, we may un¬ 
questionably anticipate. 

Secondly, as to agricultural labourers. It is true that it is 
principally from this class that emigration has hitherto proceeded, 
and mainly also from this class that our army is habitually re* 
cruited.* Still a little reflection will shew how groundless is 
the alarm now felt by many, and professed by more, as to the 
possible insufficiency of the remaining hands for the adequate 
cultivation of the soil. In the first place, we must remind the 
alarmists, that even if the emigration from Great Britain should 
continue at its present rate it would still leave us an annual 
increase of nearly 100,008, so that if more hands are annually 
w'anted for agricultural purposes they can be procured. In the 
second place, we may i^^mark, that the rural population in Great 
Britain generally is at this moment actually redundant, (not¬ 
withstanding the mconvcnienco said to have been felt in some 
localities at harvest time,) as may be plainly seen, both from the 
number of able-bodied labourers still wholly or partially depend¬ 
ant on parochial aidf—greatly as this number has of late years 
been diminished—and still moi*e from tho miserably low wa^es 
still current in many of our southern counties. Thirdly, the 
number of bands required for the cultivation of the soil appears 
to diminish rather than increase as the style and efficiency of 

^ Occupations of Recruits inspected in 184S . 

Husbandmen, Labourers, &c., . . . 8,377 

Mechanical Trades, . • * . r . 4,083 

Shopmen 'and Clerks, . * . • 082 

Professional, ..... 28 

13,370 

f Ou January 1,1850,172,600. On January 1, 1851, 147,500. 
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Effect on^upply of AgricuUural *Lahow\ 

agriculture improves.* census returns for 1851 have not yet 

been analyzed, and tnose for 1841 were made out in a manner 
which precluded comparison with any former year.* But if we 
can trust the returns for 1821 and 1831, there was an actual 
diminution in the number of families employed in agriculture, in 
England from 773,732 to 761,348, and in Scotland from 130,699 
to 126,591; and this diminution took place although 200 in¬ 
closure Acts had been passed, and about 400,000 acres of fresh 
land had been brought into cultivation.t It appears then that 
we have already more hands than are needed in agricultural 
occupations; that the number needed is further pi'ogressively 
diminishing; and that if more were needed they could still be 
had. It is true, no doubt, that when the various crops ripen 
simultaneously, some difficulty may be experienced—which was 
not felt formerly—in procuring the -extra hands necessary to 
harvest them; but what does this mean but that hitherto toe 
have maintained a large population in costly idleness for eleven 
months in the year^ in order to have their labour in the one remain*- 
ing monthf and that in future we shall not bo able to do so—a 
result which is surely a matter for congratulation in both an 
economical and a philanthropic point of view. We know well 
that scarcity or dearness of labour is the great stimulus to the 
introduction of improved processes and mechanical contrivances; 
and when the farmer finds that he can no longer have so many 
hands as he wants, exactly when he wants them, and nearly on 
tlie terms which it may suit him to pay, labour will be econo¬ 
mized and rendered efficient, reaping machines and thrashing 
machines will soon come into general use, and new and improved 
tools will bo substituted for those whicli have so long satisfied 
that stationary and unenterprising race. That wages will rise 
in the rural districts there can, we think, be no question; we 
should be grieved if it were not so ; tlie fact of heads of families 
receiving only 7s. and 8s. a week, (and that* not regularly,) is 
precisely one of those monstrous evils and anomalies for which 
emigration is the appointed cure. But it by no means follows 
that the farmer will suffer in consequence, or that the cost of 
raising agricultural produce will be enhanced thereby: we be¬ 
lieve the contrary wdJl be the result. For not only will the 
labour of the well-paid man be more efficient and valuable than 
that of the pauperized and ill-fed rustic, (as is even now found to 
be the case by the more skilful and energetic farmers of Leices¬ 
tershire and Lincolnshire,) but the improvements consequent 

* Tli^number of individuals given in the census returns of 1841 ns engaged 
in agri^Rture in Great Britain in 1841, was 1^600,000, to which M‘CuUoch adds 
800,000 as engaged in subsidiaiy trades, making a total of 2,300,000. But we 

cannot regard these figures as ver^- reliable. 

f Porter's Progress of tlie Nation, i. 53, &c. ' 
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upon the necessity of economizing labour^will give a stimulus 
to agriculture which it has long wantecF. "^Moreover, the same 
operation which makes labour scarce and dear, will make the 
poor-rates light; and if the opportunity is used as we trust it 
may be, the heaviest and most irritating burden of^he farmer 
may bo removed. He will pay his labourers higlfer, but will 
employ fevver of them; his outgoings (in rates) will be much 
less than now, and his crops will be improved both in quantity 
and quality. 

Thirdly. It is feared that our manufacturing progress will be 
arrested, and our manufacturing superiority be jef)pardized by 
the enormous emigration from our shores. Hitherto, it is 
alleged, wo have been enabled to keep down the cost of pro¬ 
duction, to force our productions into every market, and to un¬ 
dersell all competitors, in consequence of the abundant supply of 
labour which we have been able to command. The wliole in¬ 


crease of the rural districts has flocked into our industrial towns ; 
Ireland has poured her superfluous numbers into Lancashire and 
Lanarkshire, and even Yorkshire has had her share. On the 
cost of manufacturing production depends the whole question of 
our successful commercial rivalry with other nations:—if that 
should be materially enhanced—nay, if it should not be progres¬ 
sively diminished as other producing nations diminish theirs^ 
we shall be defeated in the contest; and already our competitors 
are everywhere treading close upon our heels. Now, mechani¬ 
cal improvements have gone on and are going on in all branches 
of our manufactures (unlike the case of agriculture) as fast as 
avarice or ambition could stimulate our ingenuity ; we can hope 
for no accelerated advance in this line; and in all these improve¬ 
ments our rivals participate as fully as ourselves. The whole 
question, therefore, hq^s become one of a cheap and abundant 
supply of labour—precisely the thing which the wholesale exodus 
you are rejoicing over threatens to destroy. 

We will concede at once that the effect of emigration will ne¬ 
cessarily bo to enhance the general wages of laboui', and to 
diminish the supply, or rather to prevent those wages falling as 
they must otherwise have done. Pro tanto^ and as far as it goes, 
it will counteract the operation of the repeal of the Com Laws, 
which ytzs^firsty to equalize (or approximate) the wages of labour 
here and on the Continent; and, secondly^ not indeed to lower 
them here at once, but to make it possible to lower them, if at 
any future time the relation between demand and supply in the 
labour market sho.uld render such rc(luction just and necessary. 
The effect of emigration will, therefore, probably be to keep the 
rate of wages permanently higher here than in those coimiental 
countries which have not onr facilities of outlet for their increas¬ 


ing population; and moreover, there can be no doubt that the 
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rate of waives is one c£ the most important elements in the cost 
of manufacturing proauction. But it is only one ; and it is pre¬ 
cisely that'one in which we have never haa un advantage—in 
which w'e'.have been always at a disadvantage;— in despite of our 
disadvanta^ in ichich our manufacturing superionty has been 
earned and maintained. Our advantages have been, in 
more excellent machinery: this we are fast losing, if we have 
not already lost it;— secondly^ in greater concentration; this we 
still maintain;— thirdly^ in the greater energy of our people: 
which diminishesyearly as other nations improve; and fourthly^ 
in our abundance of capital and onr low interest of money, and 
the consequent low profits for which our capitalists are willing to 
work: an advantage which certainly there is at present no a^v 
pearance of our losing. It is only of late that as foreign com¬ 
petition has become closer and more menacing, and as the hours 
of labour have been reduced by legislative enactments, that 
wo have begun to look anxiously to the possibility of reduced 
wages of labour as necessary to enable us to hold our ground- 
Moreover, it is worthy of especial remark, that our most formid¬ 
able rivals, the Americans, are precisely the only ones who have 
no adtaniage over us in the price of labour ; and that our most 
formidable European rivals, the Swiss, are those who have least 
advantage over us in this item of expense. 

But again: Is there any reason to fear that the annual increase 
of our united population left at home —amounting, be it remem¬ 
bered, to nearly 100,000—will not bo sufficient to supply the 
demands made upon it by tlie supposed annual increase of our 
manufacturing industry? We have no certain knowledge of the 
actual numbers now employed in the various branches of manu¬ 
factures in Great Britain ;* but the following is Mr. McCulloch’s 
estimate of the principal ones, and we haye no reason to believe 
it is far from the truth. It relates to the year 1845. 


Number employed in 

the coal trade and manufacture, 

177,000 


?> 

Iron, 

100,000 


u 

Tin, copper, dec., 

70,000 


99 

Lead (say conjecture,) 

50,000 

u 

99 

Woollen, 

300,000 


99 

Cotton, 

550,000 


99 

Silk, 

35,000 


9 > 

Linen, 

85,000 



Carry forward, 

1,367,000 


* The ceneuB of 1841 gives 3,110,000 as engaged in commerce, trade, aud ma- 
nt(factttr«s, but this will iuelude all ahupkeepera, merckantn, &o 



t - ‘ 

28P 77w Modem Eaodtu in WMffects on lie Brithh Islands. 

c 

., Brought fprjyard, 

Number employed in the Hardware, 

„ „ , Leather, 

Add for sundry manufactures, 


Add increase for seven years at 2 per cent., say. 

Number now eipployed in manufacturing occupations, 2,300,000 

Now, we have no accurate means of knowing the rate of an¬ 
nual increase in the number of bands employed in onr various 
manufactures, nor even in the production in any one. It is, 
however, generally believed, that the cotton trade is that which 
increases most rapidly, and it is that also whose increase we can 
most exactly ascertain, as all the raw material used up is imported, 
and therefore accurately registered. Now, on an average of a' 
number of years, and in round numbers, the quantity of raw 
cotton imported into Great Britain has increased at about the 
same rate as the negro population of America, (whence onr chief 
supply is derived,) or three per cent. But, as is well known, 
both labour and machinery are much more eflGcient than for¬ 
merly ; a given weight of raw cotton does not require nearly the 
same number of hands to manufacture it as it used to do. If, 
therefore, we assume two per cent, as the increase in the labour 
required in the cotton trade, we shall probably be up to the 
mark; and if we assume that the other manufactures increase 
as fast as the cotton, we shall certainly be beyond the mark. 
Now, two per cent, on 2,300,000 persons is 46,000 a year. If, 
g^erefore, all our manafactures should increase as fast as that of 
Cotton, and if the cotton manufacture should increase as fast as 
' it has done for thd last fifteen years,—altogether they would only 
'require half the annual increase that remains in these islands 
after emigration has done its worst.* 

But further';—is it nccesswy that our manufactures should 

It will, we hojfie, be borne in mind tbat we give these figures and calculations 
only as oonleetural estimates, and with a strong impression of the uncertainty of 
nmilar data; but they will at all events aid us in our search after the truth. 
>4fany will be startled by the reflection, ‘‘ if our manufactures have hitherto ab¬ 
sorbed only 46,000 a year of our annual increase of 200,000, what has become of 
the remainder !*’ We eonfess our inability to answer this question ; we can only 
observe that whereas we have estimated our manufacturing population to increase 
at the rate of ttoo per cent., our total populatioa has increased at the rate of little 
move than one per cent, per annum. Our impression is very strong, that 100,000 
additlpnal persons every year" are quite as many as we shall be able to find occu¬ 
pation for at home* without overstocking still further trades and professions that 
are already overstocked, and keeping tlie standard of living at an midoeirably low 
point. ^ 


1,367,000 ’ 
275,000 
200,000 

1,932,000 

68,000 


2,000,000 

800,000 
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Prog^ss of For^gnJJompetition, 

increase in the same 3|atio as hitherto, or is it likely that they 
will^ If indeed England could become, what it has alwa 3"8 been 
her ambition to be—the great workshop of thtf world ;—if even it 
were at all probable that she could remain so as much as she is at 
present,—we might then rationally enough look with some uneasi¬ 
ness upon the expatriation of so large a number of those sons 
through whom she was to maintain ner manufacturing supre- 
macy* But those who are intimate with the condition and his¬ 
tory of our industrial progress, have long been aware that these 
hopes are utterly delusive. It is true that till now we have gone 
on increasing our production and our exports, because the world 
has been growing wealthier, our customers have been multiply¬ 
ing, and new markets bave been opening to us as fast as old 
markets bave closed,—but this cannot always continue at the 
same rate as formerly. We have now many rivals, where thirty 
years ago we had none'; we formerly supplied nations which 
now partially or entirely manufacture for tnemselves ;* we for¬ 
merly had the monopoly of many markets, where we are now 


* The following comparison, taken from the circular (Oct 18512) of Messrs. 
Dufay and Co., (quite the first authdHties on such matters,) will shew bow far 
other countries are treading on our heels in the cotton manufacture. 


Contumption of Raw Cotton by the following Countries — gi'sen in mUlions of lbs. 


• 

1836-7-8. 

Per cent, 
of 

tbe whole. 

1849-50-51. 

Per cent, 
of 

the whole. 

Bate of 
IncroAse 
sihico 1837. 
Per cent. 

Great Britain, . 

Russia, Germany, HoL| 
land, Belgium,.....^... j 

1154 

5-66 

1859 

62*6 

61 

176 

8*6 

411 

1]'6 

133 

Other continental countries, 

449 

22 0 

711 

20* 1 

58 

United States,. 

260 

12*8 

451 

16-7 

112 

Total,. 

2039 : 

■■ 

3532 ^ 

100- 

73 


The comparison of 1852 will be still more against this country. 


Something of the same process seems to be going on in the wool trade. Tb 
Belgian manufacturers are now competing, on more than equ^ terms, with the 
Leeds clothiers ; and the following figures will give us an idea of the increase of 
the continental manufacture :— 

Export of Foreign and Colonial Wool from Great Britain, 

1848. 6,676,000 lbs. 

1860, .... 14,064,000 „ 

Estport of British Wools, 

1848, .... 3,978,000 lbs. * 

1849, • . • • . 11,200,000 „ 

1850, . • . . . 12,002,000 „ 

J851, .... 8,517,000 „ 

In this year an immense increase has taken place. 

First 8 months of 1851, . . 5,216,000 lbs. 

Do. do., 1852, . . . 0,203,000 „ 

VOL. XVII I. NO. XXXV. 
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met and undersold by younger competUofs. To several quarters 
we now a^nd only that portion of their whole demand which our 
rivals at presefit unable to supply. A far larger proportion 
of our production, now than formerly, is exported to distant and 
unproducing countries. A far larger proportion, now than for¬ 
merly, is exported to our own Colonies, and our remote posses¬ 
sions. More relatively is sent to Asia and America, and less to 
Europe. Countries which we formerly supplied with the finished 
article, now take from us only the half-finished article or the 
raw material. Austria meets us in Italy; Switzerland and 
Germany meet us in America; the United States meet us in 
Brazil and in China. We formerly sent yam to 'Russia: we 
now send cotton-wool. We formerly sent chiefly plain and 
printed calicoes to Germany: we now send mainly the yam for 
making them. All these countries produce more cheaply than 
we do;—but as yet they are not producing enough: we therefore 
suppletnent them. Partly by our old restriction system, partly by 
the natural effect of an increasing population, they have been 
driven from the plough to the loom,—or have been driven to 
add the loom to the plough;—and henceforth our manufacturing 
production can increase only, notfoy underselling or successfully 
competing with our rivals, but by die demand of the world 
increasing faster than our rivals can supply it. This is more or • 
less the case with all our principal manufactures: it is pre¬ 
eminently the case with our chief manufacture, the cotton. The 
following tables relating to our cotton manufactures will bear 
out the statements we have just made 

Tablte 1.—Shewing the Eaeports in 1840 and 1851, to. European producing Countries, 

.^to our rivals, of the half-manufactured, the manuiactured, and the finished 
i.e., Canon TarrSi PUm Calicoea, and Ornamental or Finished Calicoes. 

9 


It ha. 

reo»*' 

CouirnTH. 

♦ 

OoTToa TA&s^IbB. 

PliAiH OAUCOSS—TardA 

Pbirtid AXDBtiI) 
GALioos8->Yards. 

1840. 

1851. 

1840. 

1851. 

1840. 

1851. 

^6nl'**>****;. 

16^84,000 

3,073,000 

1,685,000 

1,501,000 

428,000 

430,000 

. h»sads. HoUs&dL r 
ijHnuUiyf Brigtom,) r 

68,501,000 

62,232,000 

127,673,000 

82,178,000 

46,445,000 

39,948,000 

. 

76,000 

72,000 

1,182,000 

1,348,000 

1,656,000 

1,713,000 


80,551,000 

• 

IgUlj 


35,022,000 

ggjl 



This Table diewSi that, in spite of a eonsidereble increase of population and consumption, the 
chief countries of Europe, now become mAnufacturers themselves, take from us Uu tlmu 
formerly. 






















TablK n. —Shewing the proportion of our Cotton Exports taken by Europe, Asia, America, and our Colonies. 





a ^ 

5 

•S'*® 

. 5*0 

'-I 

A ® 

si 

So 

-I 

o 

il' 

o^Sa 

is 

S-g 

9 tc 


55 

O »o 
B fl 


11 

a 8 

S H 

s.^ 

Sg' 

ri 


II 

Is 


S 3 

I S 


Ionian Wand*. t Including Wert Coart Aftka. 














292 The Modem Exodm in its Effeete on British Islands. 

c * 

Table IlL —Shewing the declared value of Brittai tExports to different quarters 
the world in 1830, 1840,1845, and 1850, and theproportion of total JE^rta sen 
to each division. 


^imrten of ttw Woildi 

183A. 

1 


1840. 

^4 

1848. 


1830. 

a 

VliyQliQ, ••• t • • t >» >« 4 


88 

£19,713.000 

39| 

£22,681,000 

39 

£23.180.000 

33 

Greece, Tuzkoy, Levant, ^ ,*• • 

1,507>0I)0 

4 

1.783.(100 

31 

3,600,000 

6 

4.470,000 

64 

Paiit IndiaiTTerntoneH,. 

3,870,(KM) 

S 

6.083^000 

12 

6,704,000 

114 

8.025.000 

HI 

('hiiu. Java. Sumatra, Ac.. • 

B7».()0U 

2 

1,900,000 

24 

3,026,000 

8 

2.276,000 

3 

ITnited State* ot America. • 

6,132,000 

16 

8,288,000 

104 

7.148.000 

12 

14,808,000 

21 

Soutband Cantral A menca and \ 
Voreiffn We*t Indies, • > / 

6,1S0>(KW 

16 

6.202,000 

124 

6,44.%000 

11 

7,8*3,000 

11 

fiiitish West Indies,. 

2,838,000 

8 

3,873,000 

74 

3,789,000 

43 

2,913,000 

3 

Our other Ouloniet (out of\ 
Kuroim, \ . > 

2,935,000 

8 

8,718,000 

114 

6,311,000 

10* 

7.674,000 

11 

Tout,. 




100 


100 

MjK&fllliiii 

100 


* IncMInf Ualto* Ionian lalandt* and N. A.f!tiea t Including Weal Coait of AfHoa* 


Now, a careful consideration of these Tables will shew, that 
unless we could continue to extend our distant and colonial 
markets as fast or faster than we have done of late years, which 
even the most san^ruine among us could scarcely hope for, we 
should ere long have been driven to seek some other provision for 
our increasing population than that which our manufactures 
have hitherto afforded them. We should have been compelled 
either to create new marhetsj or to lessen the numbers (or forbid 
their increase) who worked for the supply of foreign markets. 
The advantage of' emigration is that it effects both these opea^or 
Horn —more especially when directed to our own colonies. It 
diminishes or tends to check the increase of the number of 


producers at home, and it augments the number of consumer 
abroad. It checks production and multiplies markets. It in¬ 
creases the demand and checks the increase of the supply. The 
liveaver, who at home was obliged, in order to maintain himself, 
to make calicoes^ for which it was often difBcult to find a cus¬ 
tomer, now goes to Australia and becomes a customer himself. 
He gn^sumgsinstead of producing: a shirt more is wanted, and 




umesjmKSia ot woatmng; a sum more is wantea, ana 
less Mnade. Ilence emigration is a double safeguard 
p —those periods of glut and “ over-production,” of which we 
^ i seen so many in the last twenty years. The following 
j„.o^le is interesting, as showing how much better customeni for 
^tkli productions our own emonists are than foreigners. We 
mnot guarantee its minute correctness, because it is difficult to 
)tain with perfect accuracy the population different states 
iir particular years ; but we believe it will be found a pretty 
fair s^roximation to the truth, and it is'compiled from the most 
autbm^c documents. 




# 
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Colonial, Conaumpiion of British^oodB. 

Table IV. 




Countries, 


Population in 
1849. 


Consumption of 
British Produce 
and Manufactures 
in 1860. 


China. 

250,000,000 

:iei,575,ooo 

'12 

East Indian Territories... 

150,000,000 

8,023,000 

1'06 

Europe ... 

230,000,000 

23,000,000 

20 

United States. 

23,000,000 

14,802,000 

12-9 

North American Coloniee^ 

2,280,000 

8,235,000 

28-3 

Australian Colonies . 

380,000 

2,600,000 

137-0 


But, finally, even supposing that the emigration from these 
islands should continue so extensive as altogether to change the 
conditions of thej labour market, to check our manufacturing 
increase, and endanger our manufacturing supremacj', is not the 
alarm felt at this prospect rather a consequence of mistaking the 
means for the end, than well-grounded and rational ? No one 
imagines that there will not alw^ays be an ample supply of hands 
to maintain existing establishments : the evil apprehended is that, 
draining off in a different direction the crowds which have 
hitherto pressed into the labour market, the rate of wages in this 
country will be materially enhanced, so that our manufacturers 
will no longer be able to produce as che^iply as formerly, nor there¬ 
fore to extend as rapidly, or compete with rival nations as sue-- 
cessfully as of yore. But wdiat is the object of our manufacturing 
industry? What hitherto has made the steady increase of that 
industry a matter of vital and first-rate moment to us ? Clearly, 
to provide employment and subsistence for our advancing popu¬ 
lation. But it that necessity no longer eaast-—if that object 
provided for in another way—if our working-classes find else- 
w'here more lucrative employment and easier smi^istence,—where^ 
in a national point of view, is the reason for regret or fear ? The 
increased rate of wages, which is the real objeci|||pf our >i^nn, 
can only arise from Uie improved prospects, the enlarged r Vn- 
ings, the raised condition, of our labouring poor:—it thei 
simply indicates that they have ohtainea, through ano.ple^ 
channel, the advantages which it was the aim and purpose of oq t 
manufacturing activity to secure to them. The increased rai^ 
of wages, which enhances the cost of our productions, and ther^ 
fbire ceteris paridusj limits the markets for them, is the coiimP 
quence of a state of things which makes extended markets, 
pro tanto, less necessary than they were. The moment that an 
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extension of oar manufactures becomes, again wanted in order to 
afford employment for our artisans-^either ki consequence of their 
muhiplication^ or of the new fields of'^mployment closing npon 
them or being filled up—that moment will wages naturally fall, 
the cost of production be again reduced, and manufactured articles 
again force themselves an outlet. This or that manufacturer may 
be inconvenienced; this or that branch of our industry may be 
temporarily deranged; great changes may take place in the dis¬ 
tribution of employments; but as the sole object of industry is 
to eara the necessaries and comforts of life—as the sole benefit 
of brisk knd advancing trade is to alibrrl ample and regular 
reward to those engaged in it ,—then if iJiese objects are already 
present and attained^-^ the fact of high wages show that they 
ars—what moro can we, as a people, desire? As soon as the 
check given, or expected to be given, to manufacturing activity, 
by scanty and high priced labour, becomes a national evil, labour 
will immediately and inevitably cease to be—or rather will have 
ceased to be—either scanty or high priced. 

Why, in the vast majority of cases, do wages rise ? Because 
labour has become more productive. Why are hands difficult to 
be procured for one trade ? Because they are in greater demand 
—more highly tempted—that is, more productive in another. 
If, indeed, depopulation were going on to such an extent that 
manufacturing capital, already invested and fixed, were in 
danger of being thrown idle for want of hands to work it, then 
an actual loss oi property«inight be deplored. But no one con¬ 
ceives that this will be the case- All that is feared is that wo 
shall not be able to invest more capital or find more hands (on 
the old terms^ for an increase of our production. But why? 
Simply and ooviously because this capital and these hands find 
more tenmting occupation elsewhere, and in some other line. 
Instead or producing'calico here at 7 percent, profit, and lOs. a- 
week wages, they are producing corn or wool at the antipodes, 
at 20 per cent, profit, and £3 a-week wages.* If the whole of 
our emigratii^ capital and labour went to our own colonies, 
there’^ould bvio uoubt about the matter: the aggregate com- 


.• we belfsTe, fear that wages may riao'so high that all the manofactiuer’a 

proHt will be swept away* and be will no longer thereibre be able to employ his 

E ple. Bttt it is 'obvious that this can never be the case, (except partially and 
nentarily.) For it is only the manufacturer’s profit that enables him to em- 
r people or to pay w^pes at all. The moment ^ profit ceases, or fidls so 
as to be no inducement to carry on butineas, he ceases to be able to employ 
people or to pay them. Employment then Immediately becomes wantid, and 
wages usoessarity fan, till the margin of profit is a^in laige enough to induce the 
resumptioii of produefion. 





Cessc^n ^ Irish InmigTation vito England, 



munity would be benefited and enriched precisely in the degree 
in which the new fie]^«£ industry was more productive than the 
old one. But a large pAportion of our emigrants go to Ame- 
rice.” Very true; what is the result I The British capital, 
which otherwise would have employed them hm«, partially and 
with difficulty, will follow and find them employment in more 
productive occupations, and tbereffire at a higher rate of profit at 
the other side of the Atlantic. Merchants are well aware of the 
enormous and increasing amount of English money, now em¬ 
ployed in America. At the moment we are writing we have 
received much curious information as to the extent to which 
Americans are endeavouring, (and succeeding,) as in 1836, to 
carry.on their business with British capital.- 

So far, then, from being disposed to augur ill to Great 
Britain from the extent of this Modern Exodus, we augur from 
it the greatest and the widest good. We see in it an open¬ 
ing for a splendid and a happy future such as has rarely, if ever, 
been vouchsafed to an old country. We sec in it the solution of 
most of our social difficulties, the cure of many of our social 
sores. It will supersede, render superfiuous, and scatter to the 
winds all wild and foolish theories for national regeneration, and 
render practicable many sane and sober ones. Viewed aright, 
and used aright, it should be the commencement of a new era, 
richer, lovelier, nobler, and grander, than any previous epoch of 
our history. It is one of tliose critiq|l “ tides in the affairs of 
men, which, taken at the flood lead on to fortune”—one of those 
glorious opportunities which, if neglected, Providence offers not 
again; which, if promptly seized, and judiciously and diligently 
turned to account, need no second advent. Let us briefly hint 
at a few of the consequences which it will or may produce. 

1 . It will greatly check and reduce witlun'beneficent limits, if 
not altogether terminate Irish Immigration into England. For 
half a century back the western shores of oui^island—especially 
Lancashire and Glasgow—have been flooded with crowds of half- 
clad, half-fed, half-civilized Celts, many thousands of whom have 
settled permanently in our manufacturing towns, reducing wages 
by their competition, and what is far worse, reducing the stand¬ 
ard of living and comfort among our people by their example— 
spreading squalor and disease by their filthy habits—inciting to 
turbulence and disconteiit by their incorrigible hostility to law-^ 
incalculably increasing the burden of our poor-rates—and 
ing the registers of crime both in police courts and assizes,-!^ 
the great damage of thp national character and reputation. The 
abundant supply of d^p labour which they furnished had no 
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doabt the effect of enabling our manufacturing industry to in¬ 
crease at a rate and to reach a heightcs^hicu, without them, 
would have been unattainable; and so far they have been of 
service. In every other respect the Celtic settlem in the west 
of England have been a source of unmixed evil; We have 
taken considerable pains to collect a few facts which may serve 
as a specimen of the extent to which Irish immigration reallv 
swells the burden of British pauperism and the returns of Britiso 
crime. Here are some of them;— 

First. We have a carefully prepared document lying before 
us, from which it appears that in tne three years, from Novem¬ 
ber 3, 1848, to October 12, 1851, (omitting a period of nine 
weeks during which* no account was kept,) the number of deck 
passengers arriving in Liverpool from Ireland, waas 756,674, 
of which 531,469 were emigrants and jobbers, and 225,205, or 
nearly a quarter of a million^ were paupers. 

Secondly, The number of paupers passed back to Ireland by 
the Liverpool overseers, having become chargeable on that 
parish, were in 


1847, . . 

15,008 


1848, . . 

1849, . . 

7607 


9507 


1850, . . 

8012 

at a cost of j61386. 

1851, . . 

8800 

„ „ 2120. 


In addition to this, the Chairman of the Board of Guardians 
stated, (in 1851,) that .£*15,000 was expended annually in relief 
to Irish paupers. * 

Thirdly. We have lying before us a report made to the Man¬ 
chester Iroard of Guardians by their clerk, Mr. Harrop, from 
which it appears that while in five years, from 1846 to 1851, 
the English paupers id that union receiving out-door relief, have 
increased only from 2463 to 2624 families, or less than seven per 
cent.) and in total cost only £7, 10s. a week, the Irish paupers 
have increased from 427 to 1478 families, or more than three hunr- 
dredper cent., and in total cost d^l32 weekly, or <^6864 per 
annum! 

Fourthly. The number of cases relieved by the District Pro¬ 
vident Society of Liverpool in 1843 and 1844, (before the 
faminei observe,) were 36,403, of whieh 19,102, or more than 
half were Irish. 

Fifthly. The returns of our assize courts do not unfortunately 
discriminate the native country of the criminals brought before 
them, but the police courts of Manchestet and Liverpool supply 
us with a stanoiard of comparison. 
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Irish l^uperisjn and Crime in EnyUmd. 


Return shewing the Number of Pertons taken into Custody for Offences 
committed wi^im the Borough of Manchester tn.l850. 


Country of Offender. 

Hales. 

Femalea 

*TotQl. 

Per Centage 
of the whole. 

England, , 

2393 

795 

3188 

69-64 

Ireland, . 

778 

446 

1224 

26-72 

Scotland, • 

64 

29 

93 


Wales, 

32 

21 

53 

1-16 

Foreigners, 

13 

7 

20 

•44 

Total, 

3280 

1298 

4578 

100-00 


A Return shewing the Nuniber of Prisoners brought before the Magistrates 
for the Borough of Liverpool, distinguishing the different Countries to 
which Heg belong, during the following Years :— 


Country. 


1848. 


1 1849. 

1850. 

Hales. 

F|pialea 

Total 

Males. 


Total. 

Males. 

Females. 

Total. 

Liverpool, 


• • • 

s • • 


1,607 

4,469 

3,043^ 

1,776 

4,819 

English, . 

7,138 

3,650 

10,788 


1,401 


3,237 

1,403 

4,640 

Irish, 

5,280 

3,514 

8,794 

4,823 

3,301 

8,124 

4,350 

3,432 

7,982 

Scotch, . 

644 

243 

887 

617 

207 

824 

620 

225 

845 

Welsh, . 

519 

265 

784 

455 

231 

686 

533 

261 

794 i 

Manx, 

128 

25 

153 

60 

52 

112 

79 

37 

116 

Foreigners, 

607 

23 

630 

618 

25 

643 

637 

18 

655 

Total, 

14,316 

7,720 

22,036 

12,663 

6,824] 19,487 

t 1 

12,699 

7,152 

19,851 


Sixthly. The number of low lodging-houses in the borough of 
Manchester (sinks of vice and crime of every sort) are 358, con¬ 
taining 1017 rooms, and 1953 beds, and tenanted, on an aver¬ 
age, by 3544 lodgers every night. The persons who keep these 


English, 


Irish, 

. . 252 

Scotch, 

Foreigners, 

5 

10 


358 


2. Of the effect which our wholesale emigration will produce 
on the long depressed agricultural population, we have already 
spoken. If the advance in their earnings, and the improvement 
in their position, should, as we trust it will, raise their standard 
of comfort and of wants, instead of merely inducing them to add 
recklessly to their number^ their condition may be p'ermanently 
and incalculably elevated. The effect will be still more marked 
the classes dangereitses —the distressed, reproachful, and 


on 
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« 

briminal classes—of oar great towns. Numbers of those tailors, 
bootmakers, and needlewomen, of whose «Alandant multitudes 
and severe su'^rings we .have of late years heard so much, will 



bert’s society. Numbers more will emigrate out of the class from 
which these superabundant handicrafitsmen have hitherto been 
lecrnited. By the combined operation they will, we may fairly 
hope, soon cease to be too numerous for the requirements of the 
community: Fifteen thousand tailors may find full employment 
where twenty-three thousand could only become slaves of the 
** sweaters,” or crush each other • in the internecine strife. We 
shall no longer hear—at least we ought not — of thousands 
driven into habitual theft,'from the impossibility of finding any 
honest means of maintenano#; of thousands more conl|lkelled to 
seek in prostitution the required addition to the scanty'earnings 
of the needle. That “ unrestricted competition,” so beneficent 
in its healthy and natural results, so crashing to the weak when 
the labour market has become filled up, and yet when Idbourers 
persist in crowding into it as before—so hateful to benevolent 
theorists, who regard it only in its more superficial workings, 
and its more anomalous results, and have not insight enough, 
or faith enough, to trace “ a blessing in disguise,”—that “ unre¬ 
stricted competition,” which it has been of late the fashion so 
passionately to denounce, will again appear in its true shape, as 
at once a salutary stimulant, a natural check, a trustworthy and 
self-operating guide. We shall no longer be inundated with well- 
meant but iiwligested schemes for setting artificial contrivances 
to check-mate natural laws, and for purchasing a bureaucratic 
utopia by the sacrifice of individual ’ free action. Socialism, 
Communism, elaborate and magnificent schemes of association 
'—le droit au travat7-^will all disappear with that disordered 
condition of the^ demand and supply of labour,” which alone 
gave birth to them, or could secure them a moment’s currency; 
the axe will have been laid to the root of the tree; the evil, 
which cOuld never have been checked by assaults on its second¬ 
ary and symptomatic operations, will have been assailed and ex- 
tiuj^ished at its source. 

‘ 3. The. diminution of our population, and the consequent 
lighteiuhg of the pressure in all branches of industry, will pro¬ 
bably go fin* to rectify what has been pointed out as a very serious 
pvU by our first living political economist, J. S. Mill, viz., the dis¬ 
proportionate and needless numbers employed in the work, not of 
production/ bat'i^ distribution of the prrauctions of others. The 
number of retail traders and shopkeepers is out of all proportion 
to ^e requirements of society, or the numbers of the producing 


Opportunity of Reforming the Poor Law. 299 

classes. There are in many places ten shopkeepers to do the work 
which one would sul^ for—such at least is Mr. Mill's estimate. 
Kow these men, industrious and energetic^ as they are,. do not 
add to'the production, and therefore not to the wealth, -of the 
community; they merely distribute what others produce. Nay 
more, in proportion as they are too numerous, do they diminish 
the wealth of the community. They live, it is true, many of 
them, by “snatching the bread out of each other’s mouths;” 
but still they do live and often make great profits. These profits 
are made, it is obvious, by charging a per centage on the article 
they sell. If therefore there are two of these retailers to be 

S orted by a community, when one would suffice to do the 
, the articles they sell 'must cost that community more than 
need to be the case, and so far the conntiy is impoverished by 
supporting an “ unproductive laUlurer” too many. Any one 
who examines into the subject is surprised to find how small a 
portion of the price paid by the consumer for any article goes to 
the producer or importer, and how large a portion is absorbed 
by the distributor.* But these retailers are precisely the class 
of partially educated, shrewd, energetic men, to whom a new 
colony, as soon as colonization has been made attractive and 
customary, will be most inviting, and are peculiarly well fitted 
to thrive there. • 

4. Emigration will give us such an opportunity as probably 
no nation has ever yet been blessed with, of retracing our many 
fatal false steps on the subject of pauperism, and placing, once 
for all, our entire Poor-Law system on a sound, innocuous, and 
defensible foundation. A poor-law which taxes the industrious 
for the support of the idle—the frugal and provident tor the 
sake of the wasteful and improvident—those who have accumu¬ 
lated property by diligence and self-denial for the behoof of 
those whom fecklessness- and self-indulgence have kept poor—is, 


« 1 think any one who has had ocoasion to inquire, in particular cases, wluit 

poi*tion of til# price paid at a shop for an article really goes to the person who 
made it, must have been astonished to find how small it is. It is of great import¬ 
ance to consider the cause of this.It does not arise from the extravagant 

remuneration of capital 1 think it- proceeds from two causes : .one of them is, 
the very great, 1 may say, the extratagant portion of the whole produce of the com- 
munitg which now goe$ to mere dUtributora ; the immense amount that is taken up 
by the different classes of dealers, and especially by retailers. Competition has, no 
doubt, some tendency to reduce this rate of remuneration : still 1 am i^faid ^t, 
in mo^ eases, and looking at it as a wfbole, the effect of competiUoti is, a/in the 
case of the fees of professional people, rather to divide the amount among a hu*ger 
number, and so diminish the share of each, than to lower the scale of what is ob^ 
tained by the class generally.” “ If the business of distributiem^ which now em¬ 
ploys, taking the different cljouBses bf dealers and their families, pectuqis more than 
a million of the inhabitaute of this country, could be done bv a hundred thousand 
people, I »heuld think the other nine hundred ^ou&and could be dispensed with.** 
8. Mill: Eoidenee before a Committee of the HoueeofCommonSf 6th June 1850* 
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considered per se, a curse to a country, not a blessing—a sin, 
not a virtue, in those who have enacted it.e»#To compel the man 
who has kept himself above poverty by abstaining from marriage 
to maintain the wife'and children of the man who by marriage 
has sunk himself in destitution, is a monstrous injustice—a clear 
and crying impolicy. One only circumstance can make such a 
poor-law as ours not unjust as well as not unwise; and that is 
where it is obligatory upon us as a compensation for previous in¬ 
justice. Where destitution has been caused by the sole fault or 
misfortune of the destitute, a poor-law— i.e. compulsory charity 
—•is, we conceive) wholly indefensible. But ^S'nere pauperism 
and destitution have been caused or stimulated by bad laws, by 
unjust social arrangements, by the sin"of the community in short, 
then the indigent and incapacitated have a claim on public aid, 
not as an inherent right, but oMtompensation for a committed wrong. 
Now, this unqjuestionably has hitherto been our case. By our 
corn-laws, which enhanced the price of food—by our restrictive 
commercial policy, which curtailed the demand for labour—by 
our old legislative and administrative follies, which stimulated 
multiplication, and thus unnaturally increased the supply of 
labour—^by our false doctrines and neglected duties which taught 
the people error, and did not educate them till they could per¬ 
ceive the truth, on subjects which directly bore upon their social 
condition—we wronged them, and made ourselves responsible 
for much of their poverty and incapacity. As far then, and as 
long, as we had caused or aided their pauperism, we were morally 
bound to endure it and relieve it. But now we have abjured 
our blunders, and retraced our steps. We have done much to¬ 
wards educating the people in better habits and in sounder views. 
We no longer stimulate population by parish allowances regu¬ 
lated according to the multitude of children. We have removed 
all restrictions on trade, and all taxes on food. The working 
classes have now, ip all respects, fair play. In future,—t,e., as 
soon as the destitution we have caused shall have died out, and 
the superabundant population we have tempted into life shall 
have OBQXi absorbed,—the only claim of the poor upon the rich 
for compulsory aid will have been cancelled. And of the mis¬ 
chievous and demoralizing effect of a poor-law, when no longer 
demanded by justice, nearly eveiy man with whom we need to 
reason is painfully convinced. As soon, therefore, as the demand 
for labour has overtaken the supply, and there can, in consequence, 
no able-bodied pauperism which is not voluntary and wilful, the 
moral claim of the able-bodied to relief ceases, and their legal 
claim should ce^ also. But with the claim of the able-bodied, 
'1the claim of the aged and infirm ceases too. For they are a 
natural and providentially ordered burden, not upon the commu- 
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nity, but on their relatives. The able-bodied man ought by thelaw 
of Nature, and is eirabled by the power which Nature has given 
him, to support not only himself, but thoSe dependent on him. 
And the moment ample work and wages are at the command of 
the able-bodied, that moment does the maintenance of his chil¬ 
dren, his sick, his disabled, devolve upon him. That moment 
emigration has now brought^ or will proiftptly bring. And if our 
legislators do not seize the happy opportunity to undo a great 
evil, to amend an enormous blunder, to repeal a most disastrous, 
paralyzing, and corrupting enactment, on them, and no longer 
on inevitable circumstance or on ancestral fault, will lie a terrible 
responsibility and an ample penalty. 

5. The great stimulus that our extensive emigration will give 
to every branch of the shipping interest must not be overlooked. 
According to M'Culloch, (British Empire, ii. 71,) the registered 
amount of British and Irish tonnage (above fifty tons, and such 
vessels only are used in ocean voyages) was in 1845, 2,856,000. 
It is certainly now not less than 3,000,000. Now, since each 
ship carrying emigrants to America can make about three voy¬ 
ages in the year on an average—and each one sailing to Australia 
can make one voyage, out and home, every year; then since 
the Passengers’ Act limits the number to be taken to one 
person to every two tons; and since, in round numbers, abont 

50,000 go to Australia and 300,000 to America, we arrive at 
the fact, that the emigrant business alone gives full employ¬ 
ment to 300,000 tons of shipping, or ten per cent, of our whole 
mercantile navy, independent of the coasting trade.* 

6. The effect of emigi’ation in relieving the overstocked pro¬ 
fessions—the Church, the Bar, the Army, and the Medical Pro¬ 
fession—seems at first sight scarcely likely to be so powerful as 
its operation in other directions. But v/q are disposed to think 
that this is merely a question of time and directness. It is very 
true that comparatively few of those now ^gaged in, or in¬ 
tended for, the learned professions, are likely to emigrate, or to 
make good emigrants. On the other hand, .some of the most 
energetic and successful emigrants have been officers of the army 
and navy. And though many physicians, clergymen, and law¬ 
yers may not go out, yet as soon as, under proper management, 
the colonies become as attractive as they might be made, ought 
to be made, and, we believe, soon will be made, numbers of 
those whom the lack of any other eligible outlet now forces into. 
the learned professions, will direct their prospects into the more 
hopeful channel of colonisation. They will early be* taught ta 


* The demand for yeseela for the purposes of emigration is now so great Umt 
the passage money to Australia has risen from £12 to £21 per head. 
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look to that as their line of life, and will ^jnaliiy themselves for 
it accordingly; and thus the professions wul yearly become less 
crowded, not because many will leave them, bat becaase fewer 
trill flock into them. In addition to this, the vacancies made by 
the emigration of the more energetic classes below them, who 
now monopolize such situations as clerkships, railway officials, 
&c., will make an Opeiflng for them. On the whole, we are 
inclined to hope that the higher and middle classes may ulti¬ 
mately feel the relief as sensibly as every other section of the 
community. Even now they emigrate in considerable numbers. 
We have no means of stating precisely how many of these classes 
are now leaving the mother country, but the number of cabin 
passengers returned by the Emigration Commissioners give us 
at least a good approximation. These were, in 1851, 16,616, 
or just one-twentieth of the whole emigration,—of whom 9979 
went to the United States, 1111 to the North American colonies, 
and 2401 to Australia, or one-ninth of the total number who 
went there. Surely these numbers are encouraging enough. 

Further, all this emigration causes a certain, inevitable in¬ 
crease of our commerce, by which the upper classes in this 
country, if they are not too foolish and languid, cannot fail to 
proflt.* Every emigrant becomes not only a customer for what 
England can produce, but a producer of what England wants and 
can purchase. Every man who goes to Canada grows corn and 
wants calico. Every man who goes to Australia sends us wool and 
takes from us broad cloth. He becomes a purchaser to the extent 
of £6 or £7, and a producer to probably ten times that amount. 

But our higher classes must prepare themselves for this 
change in the mure career which lies • open to them: the edu¬ 
cation^ which fitted them for the liberal professions will not fit 
them for the active pnes—the education which sufficed while 
elegant indolence^Was their destined lot, will be fatally inade¬ 
quate when they are to strive and struggle in conflict with 
nature and in competition with their fellows. They must brace 
up their energies, and prepare and resolve to do their work in 
life; and then, to them as to all other ranks, the Modern 
Exodus may m an incalculable blessing and a noble opportunity. 


* A previoua Table (p, 293,) shews that onr present emif^tion cannot fail to 
increase the demand for our productions leas than half a milhon yearly. Thus— 

273|000 Emigrants to United States, at IBs. a-head, j3178,750 

40,000 I, North American Colonies, at 28a. „ 36,000 

30,000 „ Australia, . at £6 „ 300,000 




£634,750 
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look to that as their line of life, and will qualify themselves for 
i.it accordingly; and thus the professions wifi yearly become less 
crowded, not because many will leave them, but because fewer 
Vrilf flock into them. In addition to this, the vacancies made by 
the emigration of the more energetic classes below them, who 
now monopolize such situations as clerkships, railway officials, 
&c., will make an opeiling for them. On the whole, we are 
inclined to hope that the higher and middle classes may ulti¬ 
mately feel the relief as sensibly as every other section of the 
community. Slven now they emigrate in considerable nnmbers. 
We have no me^qs of sX&tmg precisely how many of these classes 
are now leaving the mother country, but the number of cabin 
passengers returned by the Emigration Commissioners give ns 
at least a . good approximation; These were,, in 1851, 16,616, 
or just one-twentieth of the whole emigration,—of whom 9979 
went to the United States, 1111 to the North American colonies, 
and 2401 to Australia, or one-ninth of the total number who 
went there. Surely these numbers are encouraging enough. 

Further, all this emigration causes a certain, inevitable in¬ 
crease of our commerce, by which the upper classes in this 
country, if they are not too foolish and languid, cannot fail to 
profit.* Every emigrant becomes not only a customer for what 
England can produce, but a producer of what England wants and 
can purchase. Every man who goes to Canada grows corn and 
wants calico. Every man who goes to Australia sends us wool and 
takes ffiom us broad cloth. He becomes a purchaser to the extent 
of £6 or £7, and a producer to probably ten times that amount. 

But our higher classes must prepare themselves for this 
change in the mture career which lies ■ open to them : the edu¬ 
cation^ which fitted them for the liberal professions will not fit 
them /or the active pnes—the education which sufficed while 
elegant indolence/,Was their destined lot, will be fatally inade¬ 
quate when they^ are to strive and struggle in conflict with 
nature and in competition with their fellows. They must brace 
up their energies, and prepare and resolve to do their work in 
lim; and then, to them as to all other ranks, the Modebk 
Exodus may be an incalculable blessing and a noble opportunity. 

‘ — . . . .. ' ^ i ... - ,.^1 . —- I , - . 11 .. 

* A prevwoa Tiil»fe (p. 28d,) ahevra that our praaent emigration eannot fail to 
' iaoreaao the demand lor our productions less thim half a miluon yearly. Thus— 

Emigrants to United States, at ]3s.a-liead, £178,750 

40,000 ,, North Amerioan Colonies, at 28s. „ 56,000 

50,000 „ Australia, . . at 466 „ 300,000 

' « ' * -— 

£634,760 
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k>ok to that as their line of life, and will qualify themselves for 
^it accordingly; and thus the professions wifl yearly become less 
crowded, not l^ausO many will leave them, but because fewer 
Will flock into them. In addition to this, the vacancies made by 
the emigration of the more energetic classes below them, who 
now monopolize such situations as clerkships, railway officials, 
&c., will make an opeiflng for them. On the whole, we are 
inclined to hope that the higher and middle classes may ulU' 
mately feel the relief as sensibly as every other section of the 
community. Even now they emigi'ate in considerable numbers. 
We have no means of stating precisely how many of these classes 
are now leaving the mother country, but the number of cabin 
pas^ngers returned by the Emigration Commissioners give us 
at least a .good approximation. These were,, in 1851, 16,616, 
or just one-twentieUi of the whole emigration,—of whom 9979 
went to the United States, 1111 to the North American colonies, 
and 2401 to Australia, or one-ninth of the total number who 
went there. Surely these numbers are encouraging enough. 

Further, all this emigration causes a certain, inevitable in¬ 
crease of our commerce, by which the upper classes in this 
country, if they are not too foolish and languid, cannot fail to 

S rofit.* Every emigrant becomes not only a customer for what 
Ingland can produce, but a producer of what England wants and 
can purchase. Every man who goes to Canada grows com and 
wants calico. Every man who goes to Australia sends us wool and 
takes from us broad cloth. He becomes a purchaser to the extent 
of £6 or £7, and a producer to probably ten times that amount. 

But our higher classes must prepare themselves for this 
change in the future career which ties open to them: the edu- 
cation^ which fitted them for the liberal professions will not fit 
themifor the active pnes—the education which sufficed while 
elegant indolence/'was their destined lot, will be fatally inade¬ 
quate when they^are to strive and stru gg le in conflict with 
nature and in competition with their fellows. They must brace 
up their energies, and prepare and resolve to do their work in 
life; and then, to them as to all other ranks, the Modern 
Exodds may be an incalculable blessing and a noble opportunity. 


* A pr^rioos 'tabid (pw ahews that' our present emigration cannot fail to 
increase tite demand for onr productions lesa thim liidf a million yearly. Thus— 

27546 OO Emigrante to United States, . at 139. a-hcad» j3I78,730 
40,000 „ N.ortb American Colonies, at 2Bs. „ 56,000 

60,000 „ ’ Australia, . . at £6 „ 800,000 


i 


£534,750 




